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The PREFACE. 


A E Remarks, that are bere fires f 83 
the Public, were drawn up laft Summer, 
long before Mr. Kennicott”s Appendix made 
its Appearance ; and they were not given to the 
Preſs before 715 for 72 Reaſons, that could 
not baue been foreſeen by the Author, However, 
as theſe Papers were eee to ſeveral. 
Gentlemen of the Univerſity, immediately upon 
their being compleated, it is but natural to ſup- 
poſe, that ſeveral of the Corrections, that are 
made in Mr. Kennicott's Appendix, (as the 
Miſtake of Cloppenburg, in aſſerting. that v 
4 meant only the Skin of an Animal, and the Al 
uſion, that is made 4 St. John to the Tree of 
Life, Rev. II. c. were in Conſequence of 
his being told, t. bat 1 had made 7 ett es with 
bis Want of Care, in being guilty of ſuch Over- 544 
His. 3 ad 
* There is nothing that I can diſcover i in le 
Appendix, that at all obviates any of theſe Re. 
marks. The Note upon Page 102—16. ſeems 
25 moſt to affect them, which is, that AD AMAH 
in the ninth V. erſe of the ſecond Chapter of Ge- 
nefis fignifies the Ground out of the Garden, 
48 22 net from, and oppoſed to the Garden. 
+. 2 Hh F we confider the eigbib, and the ninth 
F Verſes tegetber— And the Lord God planted 
2 Gardeneaftward in Eden; and there he put © 
the Man, whom he had formed. And out of 
een 
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Tree that was pleaſant to the Sight, and good 
for Food ; the. Tree of Life alſo in the middle 
of the Garden; and the Tree of Knowledge 
of Good and Evil If will be obvious, that 
the Groundy in which theſe Trees were creat- 
ed, muſt, be Part of the Garden of "Eden, 
that was ſpoke of in the Sentence immediately 
receding. Nothing intervenes between the Men- 
Hon of that Garden, and this. ADAM H, 
That it can poſſibly Beling to. And it is contrary 
# Reaſon to ſuppoſe, that the ſacred Hiſtorian 
wid fall back to mention the Formation of 
Frets in the other Parts of the World, when 
Be was . dived} Speaking of. Paradiſe and its 
Produt#ions. Beſides, we have the Authority of 
one of the . reateft of our Commentators,” Fd 


-» earned Biſhop Patrich, for referring | this 


0 Adamah to the Garden of Eden. For he tells 
u in bi Note upon "this Place, that theſe 


* 2 Trees grew. out of the GROUND N "Tout 


"OY Garden before-menti oned. 

I have now nothing Forther to add but n 
that if an y _Expreſſi ens, through the Courſe 
"of. theſe" Papers, may ſtem to be too baſh and 
euere, I hope they will be thought to ariſe en- 
a tire from a M. armth, thatis 1s natural tothe Love 
& Truth, and which it 5s 4 Ncult 1 lay afide, 
When one is engaged in examini ng Paints, rhat 
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DISSERTATION. 


the ſeeming Difficulties, and make 
the Truths delivered in the facred 


Pagia, plain to every Underſtanding, is in od 


ſelf worthy of our Thanks, and Approbat 
The Endeavour only at ſuch a Thing, 9 


attended with Succefs, merits from us — | 
Share of Praiſe ; and if the well-meant Deſign 
is not ſeconded: with all the Arguments and 


Reaſon. we could wiſh, it is but fair to ac- 


knowlege the Intention was good, tho the 
Proofs of the Points advanced, have not the 

good Fortune to be ſatisfactory, or, tho we can- 

not ſubſcribe to the ane are en : 

from them. 

Dach — fn uch Praiſe, the Apts — 
of the Diſſertations _ publiſhed, has juſtly. 

e TEA deſery' d. AY 


N | 3 to illuſtrate the obſcure 
Paſſages of Scripture, to clear up 
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deſerv'd. A ſincere oaks to the Cauſe of Re- 
ligion in general, and a generous Warmth for 
the Veracity of the ſacred Hiſtorian, animates 
the whole Piece ; but whether he has filenced 
thoſe, who bake Pleaſure in caviling at the 
Moſaical Account of Things; or, whether 
Deiſts, and other Enemies to the Truth of the 
inſpired Writings, may not ſtart ſtronger Ob- 
jections from ſuch fore d T ranſlations, as he 
grounds his Obſervations upon, than from the 
common, and received Notion of thoſe Paſſa- 
ges, is much to be queſtioned. May not the 
Infidel, who takes every Opportunity of pro- 
pagating his Sceptiſm, urge: — How can Jever 
be aſſured of the true Meaning of Scripture, 
when the Defenders of it, upon every Difficul- 
ty propoſed, have Recourſe to Conſtructions 
ſo foreign to the original Text, and ſo wide- 
ly different from the Explanations, that have 
been received by all the other Advocates for 
Revelation? Or, how can any one, who is a 
Stranger to the learned Languages, ever be 
ſettled in Point of Faith, when every Year 
| brings him Tranſlations of his Bible, that lay 
don Poſitions, which are far from having the 
leaſt Reſemblance to thoſe he read in the 
former? Trivial as theſe Objections are, yet 
it would become all thoſe, who take upon them 
the Taſk of ſolving the Difficulties of Scrip- 


* ture, 


REMARKS 3 
ture, to keep clear of every Cavil, that may 
be raiſed by the Enemies of Religion; it would 
become them to make their Explanations eaſy; 
and natural, and not to fly off to far fetched 
'T los; that are at Variance, with even 
the Rules of Language; when probably, if the 
Points were duly conſidered, a Solution might 
be brought, that would anſwer every Thing, 
the Sceptic can argue againſt it, and at the 
ſame Time be agreeable to the uſual, and al- 
lowed Tranſlation of the Paſſage. It would 
likewiſe not be imptoper, if thoſe Gentlemen, 
who are ſo fond of ſhewing their Ingenuity; 
by diſcovering ſomething in the holy Penmen, 
which they never meant; it would not, I ſay, 
be thought improper, if they took a little Care 
to ground their important Obſervations upon 
true Criticiſm, and to guard their too refined 
Improvements from the ſad Imputations of 
Want of Reaſon, and Argument. Such a Cars 
as this, the Publick calls for from every one, 

who appears before it in the Character of an 
Author; and, indeed, ſuch a Regard to the 
Opinion of the World, ſeems to be a Compli- 
ment juſtly due to the Judgment of the many. 
This, I thought, might be a proper Intro- 
doctiok to ſome Remarks, I beg Leave to of= 
fer upom Mr. Kennicott's Performance. The 
1 97 6 his Diſſertations is imployed upon the 
K Rock b B 2 Tres 
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Tree of Life in Paradiſe, and the Expulſion 
of Adam from the Happineſs he enjoyed in 
that delightful Situation. Perplexed with the | 
Difficulties, he thought attended the Explana- 
tion of a Tree of Life, in the common Notion | 
of it; he ſuppoſed thoſe Difficulties aroſe from 
ſome Miſtake in our Verſion, and therefore, 
that it was: neceſſary to attempt a new Tran- 
flation of the Paſſage, This he effected; like 
the Hero' of old, if the Gordian Knot had too 
many Folds to be eaſily unravelled, he wiſely 
gonſidered. there could not be much 2 


in cutting it aſunder. 


There was but a ſmall e with 


the Hebrew Tongue requiſite, to point out the 


Miſtakes he had made; they were obvious, 
and mult be ſo to every one, who reads that 
Piece with Attention. However, as ſome. of 
his Obſervations may ſeem. to many plauſible 
enough, I ſhall. make it the Buſineſs of the 
following Pages to attend our Author thro” this 
important Differtation, to examine the Juſt- 
geſs of the Criticiſms he has made, and weigh 


the Concluſions he has drawn; from them, 


But I. muſt. firſt beg Leave to premiſe, that 


4 Diverſity. of Opinion among Expoſitors, gught 


neyer. to be urged as an Argument againſt this, 
of any other Part of Scripture, Tho". every 


_— Wri HET. * DF Particular Subject : 
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REMARNKES 8 
ſhould, from a Fondneſs to the Offspring of 
his own Brain, argue for an Interpretation, 
that he has embraced ;. yet I ſhould Kill be far 
from giving up the Point, Revelation ſeemed 
to aſſure me of; I ſhould ſtill be far from be- 
lieving the Declarations of holy Writ deviated 
from Truth, becauſe the poor and blind Un- 
derſtandings of the Sons of Men had been 
miſtaken, in commenting upon them. The 
ſacred Doctrine of a holy, and ' ever-blefſed 
Trinity has, I believe, been explained in a 
different Manner by almoſt every Writer, that 
of late has employed himſelf upon that Sub- 
ject, yet will any one preſume. to advance this, 
as an Argument againſt the real Krit of 
three Perſons, and one God? 1 
Nor does, what our Author obſer ves 1 liztls 
after, carry with it any greater Weight. For, 
if we ſhould grant that no other Part of the 
facred Pages took Notice of the Tree of Life; 
(tho! in the Proſecution of theſe Remarks, I 
ſhall ſhew, that he has paſſed over, thro Ne- 
glect, or Policy, a Place where it is mentioned 
beyond Diſpute) I fay, if that ſhould he grant- 
ed; how can it poſſibly affect the Tree of 
Life? The Tree of Knowledge is not, as far 


as I remember, ſpoke. of any where; but in 
| this Part of the: Moſaic Hiſtory; yet who will 


nn thence conclude, that there was no ſuch 
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Tree in Paradiſe ? It is ſufficient to eſtabliſh 
any Point of Revelation, that it be once men- 
tioned ; and if we believe the Writer thereof 
was inſpired, we have the fame Grounds for 
aſſenting to that Point, as we ſhould have, if 
it occurred in many Parts of the ſacred Writ- 
ings. Thus far was neceſſary, as he ſeemed 
to build pretty much upon the Variety of In- 
terpretations, that have been given to the Tree 
of Life, and on the Suppoſition, that the Ex- 
iſtence of ſuch a Tree is ſupported by no other 


Paſſage of the Bible. 


And now, if we proceed to examine the 
Alteration he propoſes in our Tranſlation, by 
rendering crm xy Trees of Life, in the 
Senſe of Trees for Food- in general ; there 
will be ſome Difficulty in allowing of that 
Verſion, (even ſuppoſing there was no other 


Reaſon againſt its being admitted) if we con- 


ſider that all the Tranſlations we are at this 
Day acquainted with, have given it the ſame 


Rendering our Bible has done. The Tranſ- 


lators into the Eaſtern Languages had, without 
the leaſt Doubt, as maſterly a Knowlege i in 
the Hebrew Tongue, (if ſome of them in- 
deed were not inſpired) as it is poſſible for 
Men to have had. They were acquainted not 
only with the Spirit, and Genius of the Lan- 
guage, from which my tranſlated, but what 

18 
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is more, they muſt be acquainted likewiſe 
with the eſtabliſhed Opinions. If EM vy had 
ever been underſtood by the Jews themſelves, 
as Trees of Life, we ſhould certainly have 
found they would have tranſlated the Paſ- 
ſage in that Manner. Their Aſſent therefore 
on this Head, carries with it little leſs than De- 
monſtration; and that they have thus rendered 
it, will be evident to any one, who will take 

the Trouble of conſulting them. Tho? there 

is no Doubt, but our Author, who has been 
aſſiduous enough in collecting every Thing, 

that ſeemed to ſupport his Hypotheſis, if there 
had been any Verſion, which looked the leaſt 
that Way, would have produced it With an 
Air of Triumph. 8 
Beſides, if we examine the ata Text? 


Tm vy Do TIRE PMs Mr 2 
yy u un yn 155 ND 200) II 
y h hein The Nature of Language itſelf, 


will ſeem to make it neceſſary to render 
Sunn * and Pp vy in the ſame Manner * 
the Form of ſpeaking is exactly the ſame, and 
I fee no Reaſon, why the one ſhould be fin- 
gular, and the other plural, when they are 
both Parts of the ſame Sentence. The em- 
Pe Article, which our Author thinks ne- 

eee ee 
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8 REMARKS. 
ceflary * to confine it to the ſingular Number, 
is not prefixed to one, any more than to the 
other, and the ſacred Hiſtorian has tied us 


down to one Tree of Life, by placing it in the 


Middle of the Garden, as much as he has to 
one Tree of Knowledge, which, in the third 
Verſe of the ſecond Chapter, he tells us was 
ſituated in the fame Place. It therefore is 
unreaſonable the later ſhould be tranſlated dif- 
ferently from the former, if then Mr. Ken- 
nicott will admit, that all the Trees of the 
Garden were Trees of Knowledge, or that 
there were more of that Sort than one, I can 
readily allow of his Poſtulatum, that they 
were all Trees of Life. 

It is likewiſe of no ſmall Concern in the 
Caſe before us, that all the Jewiſh Commen- 
tators are unanimous in interpreting it of one 
Tree of Life. Joſephus in particular, who is 
remarkable for his exact Correſpondence with 
the Moſaic Hiſtory, ſeems to ſpeak, as it 
were, to prevent our being of any other Opi- 
nion $yo1 5 Toy Foy & rapad eic, Tpos Th du 
od a ru TaCO rar role re hn RTE CL - 
Tots ꝙ e of 71s Coons To erer g Wer bh eren. 
cles, 2 » Sie ayw0XeTo xt dn T0 ayally xat v - 
xov. Narrat preterea Deum hortum ad oriemtem 
rg omni Aorentem Sin bis fuiſſe 


arborem 
N 82. © * Antiq. of the Jews, Chap. II. 


REMARKS. 9 
arborem vitæ & aliam ſcientiæ, per quam digno- 
ſceretur bonum a malo. Nothing can be more 
full and expreſs than this, that God had plant 
ed the Garden with all Manner of Trees, and 
that among theſe, there was a Tree of Life, 
and a Tree of Knowledge. Thus it appears, 
that in the Time of Joſephus ETm yy was 
underſtood of one Tree of Life, and it is ſome- 
thing furprizing, thatin the Revolution of about 
ſeventeen hundred Years, the Words ſhould! 
have loſt their original Sogaitications and have: 
acquired another. 

It's true indeed, the Hebrew yy 2 | 
times uſed in a collective Senſe, and fo is the 
Greek v>xov; but that the Seventy meant one: 
Tree of Life, when they, tranſlated g ]] 
Eixo Cons is evident from hence, that they 
have, in rendering this Phraſe in other Parts of 
Scriptare, made uſe of Zvxo and Aid pos in- 
differently; in Proverbs III. 18. we find EAN 
Cone, but in Proverbs XI. 30. it is Al 
Cons, and ſo it is in the — — and 
twelfth Verſe, and in the fifteenth; Chapter, 
and fourth Verſe of the ſame Book. When a 

Word, in the Original is expreſſed by two diffe- 
rent Words in the Language it is tranſlated into, 
I eannot but think, that it is plain to a Demon- 
ſtration, that the Franſlators thought thoſe 
two Words equivalent: That Apo- means 
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à Tree, there are no Arguments neceſſary to 
prove, and as that Word is made uſe of in 
tranſlating m yy as often as Ede is, it 
muſt therefore follow, that in this Place, 
Zoo muſt ſignify one particular Tree, as well 
as Hund por does in other Places, where we. 
meet with the ſame Expreſſion. 9885 
And indeed, if we conſider the dt 
Tranſlation of the Verſe, where the Tree of 
Life is firſt mentioned, (and I ſhall hereafter. 
take upon me to vindicate that Tranſlation) it 
is very obvious to be obſerved, that ſomething 
uncommion is intended. And out of the Ground 
made the Lord God to grow every Tree, that is 
pleaſang to the Sight, and good for Food : The 
whole Genũs of Trees, we! ſee, is already 
taken Notice of, as they may certainly be in- 
eluded either under thoſe; that contributed to 
the Ornament of the Garden, or under that 
Sort, that were deſigned for the Suſtenance of 
Adam. Whatever Tree then is mentioned 


after, muſt undoubtedly be of a Nature di- 


ſtinct from thoſe, that were ſpoke of before. 
Accordingly, the Tree of Life alſo in the midſi 
of the\Garderi can refer to nothing but a Tree, 
that lud q N in it far beyond what was 0. 


that were N there to add to the Oma- 


ment of the Place, or to ſatisfy the com- 
8 ” mon 
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mon Appetites of Hunger, and Thirſt. Thus 
far may ſuffice at preſent, as I ſhall by and by 
have another Opportunity of giving this Point 
a fuller Conſideration. 

But however expreſs the- ſhared Hiſtorian | 
may have been, in relation to a Tree of 
Life, the World, that is always fond of ca- 
viling at the Scripture Account of Things 
(while Stories far more unreaſonable would 
paſs without Exception from Tacitus or Livy) 

has with great Freedom been pleaſed to ad- 
vance Objections to this Particular of the Mo- 
faic Hiſtory, The Authority of Inſpiration 
might have defended the holy Penman from 
any thing of this Nature; his known Cha- 
racter for Candour and veracity, one would 
have expected, ſhould have induced Mankind 
rather to aim at ſome Account of the Truths 
he delivered, that might be confiſtent with the 
obvious Meaning of his Expreſſions, than to 
endeavour at any new Conſtruction. Yet as 
| theſe Objections have been made to this parti- 

cular point of Hiſtory, and from the Difficul- 
ty of giving a proper Anſwer to them, it has 
been thought requiſite to endeavour at a new 
Expoſition; I ſhall now confider each of thoſe 
Objections, as they offer themſelves in the 
Diſſertation before us; and if T ſhould ſucceed 


in deadning the Force of thoſe Objections, TL; 
1 nn think 


12 REMARKS. 

think it muſt be granted, that ſuch Succeſs im- 
mediately vacates the Neceſſity of having Re- 
courſe to any new Method of aceornting for 
the Tree of Life. 

. Firſt, then, we are told, i « aha if rp was 
< in Paradiſe one Tree, which was to render 
* the firſt Pair immortal, ſuch an Effect muſt 
et have been produc'd, either by their eating 
* of its Fruit frequently, or by their taſting of 
te it once only.” Againſt their becoming im- 
mortal by frequent Eating, this Objection is 
brought; That as the Garden had been 


<« furniſhed by God with all the various Sorts 


of Trees, that were good for Food; and as 
Adam might eat of all of them (except the 
5 Tree of Knowledge, ) for the Support of his 
<« animal Life, if there was one particular 
<< Tree, which was to be an Antidote a- 
e gainſt Mortality, this one Tree had been 
<« ſufficient to preſerve him from Death, while 
e the Ule of the other Trees had been ſuper- 


<« ſeded.”. To this I anſwer, that if by re- 


quent — he means eating of nothing elſe, 
but of the Fruit of that Tree, it would not 
then indeed be clear with what Deſign the 
other Trees of Food were planted; but if by 


Freguent Eating we underſtand a Returning at 


a {et Time to the Tree of Life, and partaking 
of the Fruit thereof, to prevent the other Fruit 
of the Gardens occaſioning any Decays in the 

human 


— 2 n A AF, 
= b > Fe. N 4 7 Sa 
3 8585 3 
e 1 
. BY B+ Frag teh 
3 PST » Is 

2 — 1 
3 

1 * 


py. 


J. an ¹⁰ͤw-w. ,§x½%ß8 


RE MAR KS. 13 
human Frame, which it muſt have done, un- 
leſs prevented by ſome extraordinary Means; 
if, I fay, we conſider it thus, the Objection of 


the other Trees being given in vain, immedi- 


ately vaniſhes. If Adam was created mortal, 
as he ſeems to have been, God muſt have 
wrought a continual Miracle to have beſtowed 
on him that Immortality which he promiſed, 
in conſequence: of his not eating of the for- 
bidden Fruit. That ſuch an Immortality was 
plain; for God, by telling Adam, in the Day 
thou eateft of the Tree of Knowledge thou ' ſhalt 


ſurely die, intimated to him; that if he 


Per- 
lifted in his Obedience, he had the Means in 
his owrl/ Hands of preſerving himſelf from the 


Death he was threatened with. At what 


Time theſe Means were to have been made 


uſe of, the Hiſtorian has not informed us, and 


therefore it will be impoſſiple to determine, 
but it may be natural to eonjecture, that after 
Adam had for ſome Time ſhew'd- his Regard 
to the divine Prohibition, and ſatisfied His 
Creator, that he had not yet incurr'd the Pe- 
nalty of Mortality, and Death, he was then 
to have partook of the Tree of Life, in order 
to expel the Seeds of Diſeaſes, and Decay, 
which he had contracted by Food of a groſſer 
Nature. Thus we ſee Immortality was to be 


we ea Tree of Life's being 


BI 8 
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frequently eaten of, in Conjunction too with | 


the Fruit of the other Trees of Paradiſe: For 


it would be ſtrange to ſuppoſe, Adam ſhould 


have eaten of the Tree of Life only, when 


that Tree was calculated ſolely to free him 
from the ill —_ of bis other N aid - 


ment. 

That Adank. null, im i upon his 
pooh have ſtood in need of ſome Preſer- 
vative for his Body, as well as we do, who 
are deſcended. from him, is, I think, mani- 
feſt; as the very Movement of his Muſcles, 
Nerves, and Joints, muſt neceſſarily weaken, 
and deſtroy the Organs; and the continual 
Supply of Juices he would be oblig' d to take 
in, muſt, from their different Nature, alter his 
Maſs of Blood, and in Time corrupt, and in- 
flame it. The whole Difficulty then is, in 


finding out ſomething that would be a Cauſe 
adequate to ſo great an Effect. T hat this was 


the Tree of Life, we may conclude, from 
God's driving Adam out of Paradiſe, leſt, he 
ſhould preſerve, himſelf from Death, by eating 
of the Fruit thereof. But then it may be 
aſk d, by what Means would the Fruit of this 
Tree have preſerved Adam from dying? Or, 


how is it poſſible, that ſo extraordinary a Vir- 


tue could be lodg'd in any Part of the Cre- 


ation ? ** the following Quotation from the 
Fe Author 
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Author: af: the Bibliotbeca Biblia“ may per. 

haps be thought a proper Solution of thoſe 
Difficulties : Who, in ſpeaking of the Tree 
of Life, tells us, that ſome thought it a ſolar 
Eſſence; and adds, that it is by no Means re- 
pugnant to Nature, that ſuch a Solar, and 
Vital Tincture, ſhould, by the Order of God, 
be concentred in one Subject; or that this 
ſhould be in the vegetable Kingdom, as that 
which would be the moſt adapted to become 
the Food, and Medicine of Life. Wherefore 
it ought not to be at all furprizing, if there 
was ſuch a wonderful Vegetable created in Pa- 
diſe of a high ſolar Nature, as might be an 
alimental Medicine, which by being aſſimi- 
lated into the Subſtance of the Body nou- 
riſhed, might conduce to preſerve the ſame in 
perfect Health, as long as that Vegetable itſelf 
ſhould laſt, or as the Fountain of it, the Sun, 
ſhould abide in the Heavens, by keeping en- 
tire the Temperament, the Compoſition, and 
the Unity of the Parts, according” to the ori- 
riginal Conſtitution of the human Body, as it 
immediately proceeded from God!” And per- 
haps if we reflect upon this a little, we may 
agree with the above Writer, that there is no 


more Diffculty in ie for. Ul, than 
| en 


1 


many other Poſitions, which are received as 

moſt certain in Philoſophy and Medicine. 
Wie come now to the Objections that are 
brought againſt Adam's acquiring Immorta- 
lity, by taſting of the Tree of Life once only. 
My Anſwer to the laſt Objections ſhews, this 
is not the Explication I would endeavour to 
eſtabliſh, and therefore that I am not oblig'd 
to conſider the Objections to it. But ſtill, | 
as. the Cavils that are raiſed, even upon this 


= % 3 


Head, argue very ſtrongly for the former 


Opinion, and therefore are not of Weight 
enough to occaſion any Doubt of the Exiſtence 
of ſuch 4 Tree; it will not be improper to 
conſider the Force they carry with them, 


when taken in ſuch a Light. Firſt then, 


it is ſaid; if there was in Paradiſe a Tree 


aof Immortality, of which Adam was allow- 
« ed to eat, be muſt have been acquainted 
« with it; and if ſo, that he made ready Uſe 


& of it, as the great Securitity, and Privilege 
<. of his Condition. But if Adam, did eat of 


« this. immartalizing Tree, how came he pre- 


« ſently mortal? How could he, who on the 
© preſent Suppoſition had rendered, himſelf 
« immortal, by eating of the Tree of Life, 
6c become mortal by cating of the Tree of 
c« Knowledge? This is indeed a ſtrong Ar- 
gument, that either Adam had never eaten of 
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this Tree before his Fall, or that the Tree 
had not the Virtue of giving Immortality upon 
being once taſted of. But then, upon the 
former Plan it will be evident, that Adam, 
who without Queſtion knew the Virtue of 
every Plant in the Garden, and the Reaſon of 
ſuch a Name being given to the Tree of Life, 
it is evident, J ſay, that he would not have 
took of that immortalizing Fruit, till Nature, 
that muſt of Neceſſity flag, if ſupported only 
| by common Nouriſhment, ſhould have called 
“for it, to reinſtate her in her former Vigour. 
5 If Adam fell within a ſhort Time of his Crea- 
e tion (as moſt imagine) we may then reaſon- 
ably conclude, he had never eat of the Fruit 
of this Tree; as he could have been in no 
Need of it. Or if his Virtue was of a longer 
Standing, and he did continue in Paradiſe, till 
the Tree of Life might beome neceſſary to 
him ; yet as his Body was formed upon the 
fame Laws that ours are, the vivifying Par- 
ticles of that Fruit would in Time wear off, 
and he muſt then become again ſubje& to 
Diſeaſes, Decays, and at laſt to Death . itſelf. 
Hence it is manifeſt, that while God per- 
mitted Adam to inhabit Paradiſe, and take of 
the Tree of Life, his Body would have been 
preſerved in its original Perfectneſs, or if by 


any Means impaired, would again have been 
= ts > Wo eee.ſtabliſhed 
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eſtabliſhed in it ; and likewiſe, that if he was 1 
drove from Paradiſe, and conſequently from 


that Tree of Life, his Body could no longer 
keep up its due Temperament; but muſt, 


from the very Food it took in to ſuſtain itſelf, 


occaſion its own Diſſolution. 

As to the ſecond Objection; ** that ſuppo- 
cc ſiing Adam not acquainted with the Virtue 
* of this Tree, yet as he had Liberty to eat 


« of all, but one, we muſt grant he might 


e have taſted it.” — I think, cannot 
certainly affect the Tree of Life, whether un- 
derſtood as beſtowing Immortality, upon being 
once, or more than once eaten of, For if 


Adam be ſuppoſed not to have known, that 
God had planted ſuch a Tree in the Garden of 


Eden, it is more than probable, that during 


his ſhort Continuance there, it never could 
have been diſcovered by him. As every Tree, 
that was good for Food, or pleaſant to the Sight, 
had a Place in this delightful Spot, we may 


naturally infer, that the whole Genus of Trees, 


that we are at this Day acquainted with, was 


there collected. And if fo, the firſt Man could 


hardly have traverſed thro' this immenſe Va- 
riety within the ſmall Space of his inhabiting 
there ; much leſs could he have took of every 
Fruit of the Garden. The dubia Cœna, if he 
were not fully acquainted with the Ule of every 

Plant 
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Plant he ſaw, muſt have retarded his making 


Choice of any, He muſt be a long Time in 
taſting of all, who is at a Loſs, which to be- 
gin upon firſt. © But he might by Chance 
c have took of this Tree at his being firſt 

« placed in the Garden.” Yes ! it is true, 


he might by Chance have took of it; but 


when there were a Thouſand other Trees, 
that offered themſelves equally to his Senſes, 
the Odds are at leaſt a Thouſand to one, that 
he never would have made Choice of that par- 
ticular Tree. 

Fhirdly, it is ſaid, © that as Adam was 
ce created conditionally Immortal, and this 
te conditional Immortality hung upon his eat- 
* ing, or not eating of the Tree of Know- 
« ledge; it ſeems impoſſible he could be al- 
e lowed by God free Liberty to eat of a Tree 


of Life, which would render him immortal, 


* and conſequently not mortal, in caſe of 
ce his violating the divine Command.” —-— 
Let me tell the Objector, there is nothing 
countenances my former Explanation of the 
Tree of Life more than this conditional Im- 
mortality of Adam's. So long as he continued 
obedient to the divine Injunctions, by not eat- 
ing of the Tree of Knowledge, ſo long would 
his Creator have permitted him the Uſe of 


that other Tree, as a Reward to his Obedi- 
"02-2 | ence. 
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ence. But when the poſitive Law of God 
was violated, the Liberty of eating of the 
Tree of Life (which was given Tg in Caſe 
that Law had not been broke) immediately 
ceaſed. As the Freedom from Mortality, 


which the Almighty had promiſed to our 


firſt Parent, in Conſequence of his obſerving 


the ſacred Edict, depended entirely upon his 


frequent partaking of the Free of Life, it 
was eaſily in the Power of the divine Lawgiver 
to make him ſubject to the Death he had 
threatened him with, by depriving him of it. 
And from this it is, we ſee, that, after Man 
had by his Diſobedience forfeited his Right to 


Immortality, God expels him from Paradiſe, | 
leſt he ſhould continue to take of the Tree | 


of Life, and to guard his Body from being 
liable to that Death, his OY had 


merited. 
The fourth Objection is of too great a 


Length to be quoted entirely, but the whole | 


of the Argument lies in this, that if Adam 
* while innocent could not have died, what 
need was there for a Tree of Immortality 
© to preſerve his Life.” That Adam, 
while innocent, would not have died, we are 


well aſſured; but that Nature could not have 


been tees, even in that State of Inno- 
cence, we have not the leaſt Authority to aſ- 
ſert. 
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ſert. His Body was framed by the ſame Laws 
of Mechaniſm with ours. It was put in Mo- 
tion by the ſame Juices, and Nerves; and as 
he had the ſame Appetites of Hunger and 
Thirſt to ſatisfy, ſo thoſe Appetites were to 
be ſatisfied by the ſame groſs, and earthly 
Nouriſhment. For whoever indeed ſuppoſes, 
that the common Food, of which Adam ſub- 
ſiſted, was capable. of preſerving his animal 
Part from the Attacks of Sickneſs, or the Im- 
preſſions of Age, argues more from Conjecture, 
than any Information from the Hiſtory before 


us. We do not find that God (when he cur- 


ſed the Ground to puniſh the Diſobedience of 
Adam) makes Mention of any Alteration, 
that was cauſed in the Properties, or Virtues | 
of any Part of the Creation. The ſole Intent 
of the Curſe was, that the Earth might no 


longer bring forth her Fruit ſpontaneouſly , 


that the Trees, which before wanted ſome 
one to clear their overloaded Branches, ſhould 
now call for Labour and Cultivation ; that 
the Fields, which in thoſe Golden Days of 
Innocence, brought a voluntary Tribute to 
their Lord, and Owner, ſhould hereafter have 
the ſcanty Harveſt forced from their Boſom by 
the Sweat of Man, and the Tearing of the 
Plough ; and that as the Ground before threw 


out of its own Accord every Thing, that was 


8 pleaſant 
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pleaſant to the Eye, or good for Food, it 


ſhould cover itſelf now with Thiſtles and 


Briars. Had the common Trees of Paradiſe 
in their original Perfection been endued with 


a Power ſufficient to preſerve the Body 


from the Decays, it is at preſent ſubject to, 


we ſhould have ſeen that the great Judge, in 


paſſing Sentence upon the two Criminals, 


would have ſignified to them this ſurprizing 


Change in the Nature of their Food. As there- 
fore we are told of no Alteration, we may rea- 
ſonably infer, that our preſent Suſtenance is of 
the ſame Quality with Adam's. Richer his 
might be, as produced upon a finer Soil; but 
{till equally incapable with ours of preventing 
Mortality, or freeing him from Pain, Weak- 
neſs, or Sickneſs, which are the ſad Atten- 
dants of it. It may now perhaps be thought 
proper to aſk, that fince Adam, while inno- 
cent, was not to die, how was he to be kept 
from dying? His conſtant Food, we have al- 
ready ſeen, could produce no ſuch Effect. 


And if we ſhould ſuppoſe, this might be oc- | 


cafioned by the Regularity of his Life, by his 
drinking no intoxicating Liquors, by his' ab- 
ſtaining from Fleſh, and his being unacqainted 
with all the Provocatives to Gluttony and De- 
bauchery, that Wit, and Wickedneſs have 
fince diſcovered, yet even this will be a Cauſe 


by 


(1 


ID 


be thought © altogether unneceſſary *”'; but 
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by no Means adequate to Immortality. We 
have had Men, even in our later Times, who 
have been as abſtemious, as Adam poſſibly 
could be, yet few of them exceeded the com- 
mon Age of Man. The Simplicity of their 
Diet, added to their Strength of Conſtitution, 
has indeed lengthened out a few to a Hundred; 
but this is always recorded as ſomething ex- 
traordinary. Every Method, we can poflibly 
invent, of giving Adam Immortality, will 
prove as ineffectual, as theſe we have already 
tried. A Tree of Life therefore can no longer 


ſeems abſolutely requiſite to preſerve our firſt 
Parent in that perfect Health, and Freedom 
from Diſſolution, which his Creator had gra- 
ciouſly promiſed to his Obedience. If he had. 
not ſinned, the Uſe of that Tree was to have 
kept him from dying; but through his Tranſ- 
greflion, his Right to cat of it was immedi- 
ately forfeited, and ſo by bis Sin, as St. Paul 


ſayse, Death entered into the World. 


Fifthly, it is objected; © if the firſt Pair had 


< this ſuppoſed Liberty of rendring them- 
<« ſelves immortal, it is ſcarce. poſſible, but 


te the Serpent would put them in Mind of it, 


ce ag an effectual Confirmation of what he ſo 
vs * roundly aſſerted. Ve ſhall not ſurely 
>a: 5 Ra a8 die. 


* Rom. V. 12. 


24 R E MAR K 8. 
« die.. To this we may anſwer, that as 
the Tempter had prepared his firſt Bait with 
ſo much Art, the Succeſs, it met with, ſhews 
us a Second was not at all neceſſary. Ye ſhall be 
as Gods, knowing Good and Evil, was a Charm, 
we find, too fatally engaging to ſtand in need 


of any other Incitement. Allured by that, our 


firſt Parents blindly gave Credence to what a 
Beaſt of the Field aſſerted, though in direct 
Contradiction to the Threatnings of their Al- 


mighty Creator; and though the Serpent had 
been inclined to urge them on by any other 
Aſſertion, yet Eve was ſo eager to get in 


Poſſeſſion of her vainly promiſed Knowledge, 


that ſhe did not even ſtay to conſider, ho- 
frivolous the firſt Pretences of the Tempter 


were; much leſs would ſhe allow him Time 
to give her any further Aſſurance. Beſides, I 
think, it would have been a ſtrange kind of 
Policy in the Serpent to have ſaid. * 
* when ye have taſted this Tree of Know- 


+ ledge, and are become equal to God, ye 


„imagine Death will be the Conſequence, ye 


« have at Hand a Tree of Life; repair to 
e that, and ye ſhall be then Gqual to God 


both in Knowledge, and Immortality.” — 


The Tempter muſt know, that as Adam was 
allowed to eat of, ſo he was acquainted with 


the Virtue of every Tree of the Garden, but 
that 
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XZ that of the Tree of Knowledge of Good, 
and Evil. To have aſſerted then, that if they 
were afraid Death would be the Conſequence, 
they might take of the Tree of Life, would 
XZ have been making the Fraud too palpable. For 
when the Almighty told Adam, if thou eateſt 
of the Tree of Knowledge, thou ſhalt ſurely 
die, Adam muſt from thence argue, that his 
eating thereof would be the Way to have that 
Tree prohibited, by which he was to live for 
ever. If the Serpent therefore had mentioned 
the Tree of Life, as the Means to prevent 
Mortality, after cating of the forbidden Fruit, 
the Trick would have been eaſily ſeen through; 
as the firſt Pair were well aſſured, the Eating 
from the latter Tree would directly put an 
End to their Liberty of taking of the 
Fruit of the former. They knew, it 
they once eat of the 'Tree prohibited, they 
were no longer to eat of that which was be- 
fore allowed them; and the Serpent had too 
much Subtilty, to cock a Syllable, that would 
call to their Minds the great Riſque, they 
were going to run, or that would give them 
the leaſt Hint, how fooliſh the Exchange was 
to give up a certain Immortality for a Know- 
ledge, that was uncertain, and -promiſed to. 

them by a Being inferior to themſelves. But 

our — further ſays, that it 1s ſtill 
| 5 lels 


ba = r_ 
. 
Cat; . mT 1 


— — a + 
U 5 
hs — * 


— 
— . - — , 2 0 
ee nw 


26 REMARK 8. 


leſs poſſible to be conceived, why Adam 
( ſuppoſing ſuch a Tree with ſuch a Virtue) 
when he had broke the divine Injunction, 
« when he ſaw his Shame, and trembled un- 


* der the Expectation of divine Juſtice ; why 


c 


, a 


he had not then repaired inſtantly to the 


Tree of Life, to ſecure himſelf from Death, 


AN 


\« which was the Sanction of the divine Re- 


the Terror of Conſcience, 


« ftraint” 


which oppreſſed the poor Offender inſtantly 
upon his Tranſgreſſion, would ſufficiently: ac- 


count for his not having took the Tree of Life 
after this Act of Diſobedience, though no o- 
ther Reaſon could be brought; ſtung with the 
Thoughts of his Guilt, we find him hiding 
that Nakedneſs, which his Sin had now diſ- 


covered to him; and afterwards upon hearing 


the Voice of God, which ever till that Mo- 


ment had been heard with Pleaſure, the un- 


happy Criminal flies off to Shades, and Re- 
tirement, endeavouring to eſcape from the Eye 
of his judge, though he could not from the 


Reproaches of his wounded Conſcience. The 
firſt Action ſhews enough the Horror he was 
under ; inſtead of falling upon his Knees, and 
imploring Mercy of offended Juſtice (which 
naturally one might have expected from ſo 


great a Sinner) the Hurry of his Paſſions 
would let him think of nothing, but the pre- 
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| q ſent Senſe of Nakedneſs. And even when he 
Was grown ſomething cooler, and his Creator 
demanded his Appearance to Judgment, in- 
1 | ſtead of meeting him with penitent Tears, 
and a Submiſſion, that might have ſhewn the 
3 | deep Senſe of his Guilt ; his terrified Thoughts 
drove him from the Face of that God, 
to whoſe Goodneſs, and Mercy he ſhould 
have applied for Forgiveneſs. Can we then 
expect, that one, who thus neglected his eter- 
nal Well-being, the Good of his Soul, ſhould 
have thought enough to preſerve his Body 
from Mortality? Thus far one might argue 
upon Suppoſition, that the Tree of Life 
could beſtow Immortality, upon being once 
taſted. But let us conſider this Tree, as de- 
ſigned to preſerve the Body of Adam from all 
natural Decays, by being frequently partook 
of; and the Reaſon, why he did not take of 
it after his Tranſgreſſion, will preſently appear. 
God had allowed him to eat of this Tree; 
and yet at the ſame Time had aſſured him, he 
ſhould die, if he eat of the Tree of Know- 
ledge. If the Almighty had given him no 
'farther Revelation, he might eaſily from thence 
reaſon thus with himſelf. —My not eating of 
the Tree of Knowledge of Good, and Evil 
was the Condition, upon which the Uſe of 
the Tree of Life was granted ; notwithſtand- 


ing 


rere 


„ 


= REMARK 8. 


ing the divine Prohibition, 1 have eat of the * 


forbidden Fruit, and am for that Reaſon liable 
to the Puniſhment threatened to be inflicted on 
me. Death was to be the Conſequence of 
my Diſobedience; therefore as the Tree of 
Life was given to preſerve. me from Morta- 
lity, fo long as I continued innocent, now 
my Innocency is gone, that Tree will ſurely 
be taken from me. My eating of it there- 
fore will be of no Service to me now, as 1 ſhall 
hereafter too frequently be under a Neceſſity of 
having Recourſe to it. Thus Adam. might 


have concluded. And indeed it would have 


been the greateſt Inſtance of Folly in him to 
have pretended to have acquired Immortality 
by once cating of the Tree of Life ; when he 
muſt have known, that his Body, which was 
naturally mortal,. was to have been preſerved 
in the fame Vigour, in which it was created 
by being always permitted the free Uſe of that 
FEE.” 

Theſe Anſwers to the Difficulties, that have 
been raiſed (as little laboured as they are) may 
ſatisfy the ſerious Reader, that hitherto nothing 
has been offered of any Weight againſt the 
Exiſtence of the Tree of Life. The Ob- 


jections, that have been brought, were cer- | 


tainly occaſioned by not putting that Tree to 
the Uſe, it ſeems to have been intended for 


by 


EY „ . Gama 
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l by the great Planter of it ; and we plainly 
find, that the very Arguments, that make 


Z againſt its giving Immortality abſolutely upon 
being once eaten of, plead ſtrongly for its be- 
ing given to prevent the Decays of the human 
Frame. With ſuch a Deſign then was the Tree 
of Life placed in the Garden of Eden; but 
that it had a farther Uſe is not at all improba- 
ble. Several eminent Writers are of Opinion, 
that it had in it the Nature of a Sacrament, 
and was a Pledge to aſſure Adam of that Im- 
mortality, he was to enjoy with God in 
Heaven. Of this the Hiſtory no where in- 
forms us; but if we may be allowed to argue 
from the Manner of God's dealing with Man- 
kind ſince that Time, it will not be unreaſon- 
able to infer, that this Tree was to Adam a 
Signal of that divine Life, his Obedience would 
purchaſe for him, at the ſame Time, that it 
was a Remedy againſt all natural Diſtempers, 
and Weakneſſes of Body. It cannot there- 


fore be amiſs to examine, how far theſe two 


Explanations may be conſiſtent with each 

other. — | 
In the new Covenant between God, and us 
his Creatures, we find, that it has pleaſed him 
to appoint outward, and viſible Signs, by 
making Uſe of which we teſtify our Conſent 
to this Covenant, and own ourſelves engaged 
in 
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Manner of God's dealing with our firſt Pa- 


in it. Such are the two Sacraments of Bap- 
tiſm, and the Lord's Supper. By the Uſe of 
theſe God hath promiſed to convey to us all 
thoſe Favours, we at preſent are capable of 
receiving, and by them he hath given us an 
Aſſurance of eternal Happineſs, and Glory; 
and in making Uſe of them, we on our Part 
ſolemnly bind ourſelves to the Performance of 
our Duty. Thus it is in the Chriſtian Cove- 
nant ; and this perhaps may have been the 


rents. That there really was a Covenant be- 


' tween the Almighty and Adam, will appear 3 
from hence; that unleſs ſuch a Covenant did W« 


ſubſiſt, it cannot eaſily be proved, that we, who 
are his Deſcendants, are liable to be puniſhed 
for his Tranſgreſſion. For if Adam never 
did covenant with his Maker, and the Law, 
given to him, was a mere Law with a Threat- 
ning only annexed, his Tranſgreſſion of that 
Law could never affect his Poſterity, as he 
had not in his repreſentative Capacity engaged 
for their and his own Obedience. Beſides, in 
this great Tranſaction all the Marks of a 
Covenant may be eaſily obſerved. God had 
aſſured Adam, he ſhould live for ever in Caſe 
of his not eating of the forbidden Tree; Life 
was the Thing promiſed, and not eating the ov 
Condition. Now when ſuch, and ſuch Things 4 

are 
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© are engaged for upon Terms agreed to by both 
parties, that is really, and truly a Covenant. 
That Adam fully aſſented on his Part, the Pro- 
I phet Hoſea exprefoly tells us. For complain- 
ing of the great Untowardneſs of the Jews, he 
Bays; O Ephraim, what ſhall J do unto thee ? 
O Judah, what ſhall I do unto thee ? For your 
Goodneſs is as the Morning Cloud, and as the 
Z -arly Deu it goeth away. Therefore have I 
heel them by the Prophets ; I have ſlain 
3 chen by, the Words of my Mouth, and thy Judg- 


2 * 
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nents are as the Light that goeth forth. For 


XZ defired Mercy, and not Sacrifice, and the 
* eee of God, more than Burnt- Offerings. 
But they, LIKE ADAM () have tranſ- 
3 rrefſſed the Covenant; there they have dealt 
Fr eacherouſly againſt me. Now if the Jews in 
Jranſgreſſing the Covenant followed the Exam- 
Imple of Adam, Adam muſt certainly have 
Franſgrefled before. But he cannot be at all 
id to tranſgreſs that Covenant, to which he 
ever had given his Aſſent. 

It being then agreed, that God had made 
Covenant with Adam, let us now go on to 
Famine the Nature of it. Man, in Conſe- 
Nuence of his keeping up to his Part of the 


Ingagement, was to enjoy the Favour of his 
Waker, was to be always bleſſed, and happy 
th in Body, and Soul: In Body, by being 

free 


2 
= 
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free from Pain, Grief, Sickneſs, and all the 
other fatal Attendants upon Mortality; his | 
Soul too was to be happy, by his having the 
Paſſions entirely in Subjection to his Reaſon, | 
by his being unſtained with the Blackneſs of | 
Sin, and being always conſcious to himſelf of | 
having thoroughly performed his Duty. Thus 
gracious were the Offers of the Almighty. | 
But then, if this Obedience were not ſtrictly 
obſerved, and Adam once broke through his | 
Part of the Engagement, he was, on the | 
other Hand, to become ſubject to Death, and | 
every other Calamity; he was then to fall 5 
from that Excellency, which rendered him ſo 
pleaſing to his Creator, and loſe for ever that | 
divine Love, the Fruition of which, in his 
State of Innocency, gave him ſuch Joy, and | 
Satisfaction. But as every created Being is ca- | 
pable of Sinning, as its Perfections are finite, 
it became therefore neceſſary, that our Father | 


| 
Adam ſhould have ſomething to remind him of 
his Duty: And the Almighty (like a good, 
and gracious Sovereign, who would not the 
Death of his Subjects, but had rather, they f 
would continue in their Obedience to him) Bl " 
kindly confidered the Imperfections of his Wi ” 


Creature; and knowing, that it was natural 
for the Objects of Senſe to make the greateſt i 
Impreſſions, his Wiſdom, and Goodneſs of 


contrived 


2 1 


5 
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contrived it, that his Senſes might by their | 
Influence upon his Mind be à Means to admo- 


: niſh him of his Duty, and to aſſure him of 
£ = the Benefits he would receive from the Per- 
ci formance of it. In order to this, two Trees 
were ſet apart in the Garden of Eden for a 


peculiar, and uncommon Uſe. To the one 
was affixed the Name of the Tree of the Know 
ledge of Good and Evil; the other was called 
tbe Tree of Life, Theſe we may juſtly ſup- 
poſe to have been the Sacraments of the firſt 
Covenant between God, and Man, For to 
make a Sacrament it is required, that there be 
an outward Sign, or Form, that is, a viſible 
Repreſentation, diſtin& from, but expreſſive 
of the Thing ſignified, and that what is thus 
repreſented under ſuch a Sign, or Form, be of 
an inviſible, ſpiritual. Nature z and we ſhall 
ſoon find, that in the Trees, thus ſet apart for 
W ſome particular Service, ſpiritual Things were 
| by God's Appointment repreſented by out- 
ward, and vifible Signs and Actions, diſtinct 
from, but expreſſive of the Thing ſignified 

which is the true Nature of a Sacrament; thus 
in the Tree of Knowledge of Good and Evil, 

the not eating thereof was the outward, and 


- viſible Sign, and the inward Part, or Thing 
o fſignified was,. That he ſhould always ſub- 
mit to the divine Will. That he ſhould 
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put a Reftraint upon the Curioſity of his Rea- 
fon, and withſtand the Dictates of Senſe, 
however powerful it might plead. That 
he would by every Means poſſible ſhow his 


"Thankfulneſs to that gracious Being, who had 


conferred ſo many Favours upon him. And 
| perhaps as a ſenſible Token of the Gratitude, 


due from one, who had received fo many, | | 


and ſo extraordinary Marks of Love, Adam 
might have been ordered to preſent at ſet 


Times the Fruit of this Tree as a Thank- | 
Offering to God, and as a viſible Acknow- 
ledgment, that he own'd him to be the 3 
great Author, and Giver of all Things. That | 
the Fruit 'of this Tree was to be thus of- 


fered we may well ſuppoſe, as Man him- 


ſelf was not allowed to eat of it, much lefs 
any other created Being. Some Token of the 
"Senſe Adam had of his Obligations to God | 
was certainly neceſſary; animal Sacrifice was | 


not yet inftituted, and therefore what could 
be more natural, than that Adam ſhould offer 
up that Fruit to God, the Uſe of which was 
prohibited to himſelf ? God, in forbidding 


bim to eat of this Tres, did by this one Re- 


ſervation. claim a Sovereignty over the whole 


World; and Adam by this outward, and viſi- 
ble Performance of preſenting the Fruit there- 
of to him, ſenſibly W tlris divine 


Soverci 5 


be explained. 


REMARKS 35 


I Sovereign, and owned himſelf in Duty bound 
always to do ſo. In this View the Sin of our 
XZ firſt Parents will appear tinged with a 


Dye: They had not only eaten of the Tree, 


b of which God had forbidden them to eat, 


but had likewiſe took to their own Uſe, what- 
was reſerved for, and devoted to him. 
They had tranſgreſſed the divine Command, 
which was ſufficiently criminal; and at the 


© | ſame Time had made common, that which 


was appointed for an uncommon, and religi- 
ous Uſe. God had given them free Liberty 
to eat of all the Trees of the Garden ; this 


J by aly accepted, But they , not atisfied with 


the Abundance before them, would eat of 


| this too as well as the reſt, And how highly 


ſinful this Action of theirs was will appear 


| from the Opinion of after Ages; among 


whom it has ever been looked upon as the 
greateſt point of Guilt, to ſeize upon that, 
which the Deity had ſeparated, and reſerved 
for himſelf, — Thus far we have conſidered 
the Tree of Knowledge under the Notion of 2 
Sacrament, without excluding the Uſe of it, 
as deſigned to try the Obedience of Adam ; 
for with that Deſign it muſt certainly have 
been planted, however Land the Now ame 
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falling Shower, When we have diſcovered 
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Wie will now proceed to conſider the Tree 


of Life in the ſame Light. And here all the 


neceſſary Parts of a Sacrament are eaſily ob- 


ſervable. The outward, and viſible Sign, or 


Form, was Adam's eating of this Tree to pre- 
vent the Decays he was naturally ſubject to; 


and the Thing repreſented by that Sign, the 
eternal Life, which he was to obtain after a 
Courſe of perfect Obedience. A more exact 
Cotreſpondence between the Sign, and the 


Thing fignified cannot be deſired. For what 
can beer ſo near Reſemblance to the heavenly, 


and divine Life, as a Life without Pain or 


Diſſolution here on Earth? Or what could 


| more forcibly incite Adam to perſevere in His 


Obedience, than' to think, that while his Tn- 
nocency gave him a Right to eat of the Tree 


. of Lite, that Tree was to him a Pledge, or 
Aſſurance of Immortality, and everlaſting 


Happineſs. To grant then that it might be a 
Remedy againſt temporal Death, and yet a 
Sign of etetnal Life, is not, we ſee, at all incon- 
ſiffent: Whoever objects to this Interpretation 
of it, might as properly urge, that ſince God 
gave the 3 to Noah, as a Sign, that he 


ä would never again deſtroy the World with a 


Deluge of Water, it could not therefore be 
the natural Effect of the Sun's ſhining upon a 


- ſome 
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ſome one Uſe, for which any particular Thing 
might he calculated, it would be but a ſhallow 
Inference to fay, it could be deſigned for no- 
thing elſe, This is very applicable to the Caſe 
before us. Adam, who was by his natural 
Conſtitution mortal, had through the Bounty 
of his Creator the 'Tree of Life given to pre- 
ſerve him from that Mortality; but if he had 
{till perſiſted in his Obedience, this Earth 
could not long have been a proper Habitation 
for him. It is therefore highly reaſonable to 
think, that ſomothing was neceſſary to aſſure 
him, that he ſhould be tranſlated to greater 
Scenes of Tranſport, and Happineſs, to a 
Condition, in which it would be no longer 
poſſible for him to offend that God, who had 
placed him in this State of Trial. | 
If we look upon the Tree of Life in this 
Light; Mr. Worthington? (whoſe Opinion 
our Author paſſes over with an Air of Con- 
tempt) will appear to have advanced nothing 
groundleſs, or irrational. The Deſign of the 
Tree of Life (according to that Writer) was 
to repair all Decays, natural, and moral; and 


though it ſeems to have been capable of 


coating Immortality, after the eating of the 
Tree of Knowledge, yet that it was deſigned 


only for repairing Bodily Decays, is ſurely too 
jo 2 wh law 


i Eflay on Tvian's Red emption, Page 18. 
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low a Notion of it; its ſanative Virtye muſt 
have reached alſo to the Soul. And this 
it would have done (as being a Pledge, or Aſ- 
ſurance of everlaſting Happineſs with God) 
by keeping the Soul free from any Doubts, or 
Fears, by kindly aſſuring it of the Lore, and 
Regard of its great Creator, and indeed by 
ſupplying all its Wants, whether of a natural 
or ſpiritual Kind. By. thoſe which are natu- 
ral are not meant any Defects in its Eſſence, 
but. its Endeavour at thoſe Perfections, which 
it is indeed capable of, but cannot attain by its 
own Power. The ſpiritual Wants of the Soul 
are its moral Imperfections, and its total In- 
eapacity of gaining the great End, for which 
it was created, without ſome Aſſiſtance from 
the divine Grace. Such Defects as theſe are 
neceſſary Conſequences of Creation, and the 
Conjunction of a ſpiritual Soul to an earthly 
Body. But that Man in a State of compleat 
Innoceney ſhould have been ſubjected to theſe, 
is as much as to fay, that Man in a State of 
Innocency would not have been as perfect as it 
was poſtible for his Creator to have made him, 
This however ij is hardly credible, as God had 
formed Adam in his own Image; which may 
much better be explained of his partaking of 
the divine Pepin thay pf any þodily.Re; 
13 
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Having thus conſidered theſe two extraor- 
dinary Trees of Paradiſe, as the Sacraments of 
the fixed Covenant, it will be now proper tg 
examine our Author's Objection upon this 


Head, which in ſhort is this; that when the 


« Terms, or Conditions, N to be per- 


q 


* 


formed by Man in order to his receiving 
* Benefits from God, are either neglected, or 


i yiolated, the Benefits on the Part of God 


c 


are ſuſpended ; inſomuch, that if Man 
« ſhould then continue to partake of the Sign, 
he could no longer partake of the Thing ori- 


40 ginally ſignified,” — But this Objection will 


be found of no Force, if the Explanation al- 
ready laid down be admitted. The Tree of 
Life was deſigned to preſerve Adam from bo- 
dily Decays; and farther was ſacramentally a 
Pledge or Aſſurance of the eternal Life to be 
conferred on him after a Life here of perfect 
Obedience. If Adam, after his Tranſgreſſion, 
ſhould have eat of this Tree, he ark not 


then, I own, have laid any Claim to the Life 
everlaſting with God, of which that immor- 


talizing Fruit was the outward, and viſible 
Sign: But the Virtue inherent in that Tree 
would notwithſtanding have ſtill had its proper 
Effect; as the Tree itſelf continued, the good 


Qualities of it muſt continue too, though the 


ee of Adam had put an End to the 
9 3 Sacramient. 


* 
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- Sacrament. Thus in the facred Inſtitution af 
the Lord's Supper, though the Bread will not 
be the Bread of Life to the unworthy Re- 
ceiver, nor the Wine be virtually the Blood of 


Chriſt to him, yet that Bread and Wine will 


have all its common Properties ſtill remaining; 
the outward Elements will ſtill contribute to 
the Support of his natural Body, though he 
has loſf the inward, and ſpiritual Benefits by 
his Unworthineſs. —— 

But beſides the Difficulties already ahi no- 
tice of, and which, 1 hope, have been ſuffi- 
Cientiy invalidated, there are three, our 
Author tells us, that ſeem to lie againſt the 
Exiſtence of the Tree itſelf. Theſe are the 
Difficulties, that alone affect the Caſe in Hand; 
thoſe, that attend any particular Explanation, f 
may indeed put us upon ſeeking for a better, 
but cannot be of any farther Prejudice. Since 
it is not impoſſible, but an Explanation may 
hereafter be given, that will readily anſwer 
every Objection, that can be urged againſt it. 
It is on theſe Difficulties therefore that the 
Whole depends; For if the Arguments againſt 
the Exiſtence of a Tree of Life are of any 
Moment, it muſt be highly ridiculous to pre- 
tend to account for that, which never was in 
Being. But then, if they ſhould prove to be 
Weak, and unconcerning ; ; 18 it not as incon-" 
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fiſtent to advance a new Wilen without 


afligning ſufficient Reaſons for not being fa- 


tisfied with the received Opinion ?—— 
The firſt of theſe Difficulties, he tells 
« us, ariſes from the Neceſſity we are laid 
“under by the received Acceptation, of ſup- 
% poſing God to have imparted ſuch 'a Vir- 
« tue to the Tree of Life, as he could nei- 
ether recall nor alter.” But I cannot ſee the 
leaſt N eceſſity for ſuch a Suppoſſtion; that a 
thing was not done can never be thought an 
Argument, that it could not have been done. 
The fame Almighty Planter, that had given 
this extraordinary Virtue, could doubtleſs have 
took it away ; but then, as we muſt conclude 
from the Goodneſs, and Wiſdom of God, 
that he always acts after the beſt, and the 


I wiſeſt Manner, ſo we muſt reſt fatisfied, that 


he did in the preſent Inſtance. And indeed 
our own Reaſon will convince us of this. For 
if God had recalled the Virtue from the Tree 
of Life, and till permitted Adam to live in 
Paradiſe, he muſt too have reduced that love- 
ly, that delightful Garden to the ſame State 
with the reſt of the Earth ; fince Man after 
his Fall was no longerto eat of the Fruits of the 


3Z Ground without Care, and Trouble. But the 


Goodneſs of God never will deſtroy the whole, 


3 when a Part thereof will _— the Almighty: 


never 
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never will annihilate the Works of his own 
Hands, but when Juſtice calls for it; and 
Juſtice, was fatisfy'd by baniſhin Adam from 14 
Paradiſe, and making him lbzect to that 
Mortality his Tranſgreſſion had merited. This 
is evident from conſidering the Goodneſs of 
God; and the 1 of his Wiſdom 
will aſſure us of the ſame. Some Monument 
of Adam's Diſobedience was neceſſary to keep 
in him a continual Senſe of his Guilt, and to 
preveat his Poſterity 8 following his Footſteps, 
by informing them, what his Tranſgreſſion 
had already loſt. And what could be more 
Ear for this Purpoſe, than the Garden of 
Eden prefer ved in ali its original Beauty, which 
— and his Deſcendants might with Sor- 
row behold at a Diſtance, though Entrance 
was no more allowed? But let me aſk our 
Author, is not his Explanation attended with 
the ſame Difficulty, if this were indeed any 
- Diffieulty at all? For if God drove Adam 
from the Garden of Eden, teſt be ſhould put. 
*«* forth bis Hand, and take. ggain of the Trees 
< .of Lie, and eat, and fo live on all his 
&« Days, are we not under a Neceſſity of ſup- 
0 poſing, that God drove the Man out from 
Paradiſe, leſt by eating of thoſe Trees of Lifo 
he ſhould live on all his Days contrary. to 
* * Pleaſure ; n and therefore that God 
had 
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had imparted a Virtue to thoſe Trees of Life; 
which he could neither recall, nor alter. Lat 
unprejudiced Reaſon judge, whether there is 
not as much Neceflity for ſuch a Suppoſition in 


this Caſe, as in the former, 
We come now to the ſecond. Difficulty 
+ That if we ſuppoſe only ane 


« to have been ſupported ; how could Adam's 


1 1 Poſterity (ſuppoſing him and them to have 
continued innocent) have been able to come 


e from the various Parts of the Earth, and 
* gatheir Fruit from it ?” In Reply to this, 
it may be ſaid, that God, who had thus gra- 


4 ciouſly took care to preſerve Adam from De- 
cays, and Mortality, during his Innocence, 


would certainly have had the fame Care and 
Regard for his innocent Deſcendants. Their 


Obedience would have deſerved the Reward 


of Immortality, as well as Adam's, and there. 
fore the ſame Immortality would undoubtedly 
have been the Conſequence of it. How this 
would have been, it is impoſſible for us to de- 
termine. It is enough, that they were in the 
Hands of an all- wiſe, and all- powerful Crea - 
tor, who would have been as well deſirous of 
providing ſor them, as he was able to do it. 
Though if a Conjecture may be admitted, 


who knows, but, when the Paſterity of * 
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had ſo far extended themſelves, as to render i it | 


impoſſible-to come and gather the Fruit of this | L 
Tree, the Almighty would then kindly have 
allowed them to have raiſed other Trees from 
the ſame Stock; and by that Means have 
given a proper ſupply for the Sons of Adam, 
however diſperſed over the Face of the Earth. 
Let that be as it will; our Author is as unfor- 


tunate in this Difficulty, as he was in the laſt; 


ſince it equally affects his Explanation. For 2 
if we ſhould grant that the Original might 
ſignify Trees of Life, and that all the Trees of 


Paradiſe were of that Nature, yet it would 
have been as impoſſible, that the Poſterity of 
Adam (ſuppoſing both to have continued in- 
nocent) could have been able to have come 


from the various Parts of the Earth to gather 


Fruit from them, as it is impoſſible, they could 
have come for the Fruit of one ſingle Tree, 
If Paradiſe, and the Trees of Life lay | in! the 
Eaſt; could thoſe, that were fituated in the 
Weſt, have received any Advantage from 
them? Or could the Inhabitants of the other 
Extremes of the Earth have been any ways 
benefited ? One Tree, at ſuch a Diſtance, 
would: have been of as much Service to them, 
as a Thouſand, But ſays our Author, 


how could this one Tree of Lite have ſuf- 
e Mankind?“ 1 W him, there 1; 


Betl ſome 


JF R E MARK 8. 45 
[ bone Difficulty in ſuppoſing one Tree would 
I have been ſufficient : And this makes it more 

| fn that God in after Ages would have 
| given many Trees of Life for the Uſe of 
e Man. But then I muſt tell him, we can no 
more ſuppoſe all the Trees of the Garden of 
Eden would have been ſufficient for the ſtill 
3 encreaſing Deſcendants of Adam, than we 
can imagine, that one Tree would have been 
ſufficient for them. If Paradiſe had in it ten 
Thouſand Trees of Life, in the Senſe of Trees 
f J for Food in general, yet there is a vaſt Dif- 
4 proportion between that Number, and the 
4} whole Race of Mankind. I am aware that it 
may here be objected, that all the Trees of 
Wthe Earth were before the Fall of the ſame 
Nature with thoſe in Paradiſe ; but even this 
Wis hardly credible : For if there was in Eden, 
Ino particular Tree, or Trees, by which Adam 


vas to have repaired all bodily Decays, to 
i what Intent was he placed in the Garden, 
1 when the whole Earth yielded Fruit as good, 
and in as great Plenty, as Paradiſe itſelf did? 
: However that be, our Author cannot make 
= this Objection, - as he himſelf in the Courſe 


Wof his Diſſertation endeavours to prove, that 
chere were in the Garden of Eden Fruits of 
a different Kind, and richer Nature, than out 
of it. So that if God (according to his Ex- 


planation) 


* 2 


46 RE MARK 8. 1 
ſhould live on all his Days, by eating of thoſe 
Fruits, how could his numerous Deſcendants 
have lived on all their Days, when theſe 
Fruits were in no other part of the World. | 
Theſe two Difficulties being thus retorted 
upon our Author, let us now conſider the laſt; 1 
he is pleaſed to take notice of, and which, he 
tells us, will be allowed to be of ſome | 
„Weight againſt the received Opinion.” -— | 
* On the Suppoſition of one peculiar Tree in 
t Paradiſe, and that the Danger was only on 
Account of that one Tree; why was the 
* Guard of Angels placed at the Extremity of 
t the Garden, to ſecure the Tree of Life in | 
_ < the middle of it, when this Tree might 
* have been watch'd with much more Safety, 
<- and Convenience, if the Guard had been 
© ſtationed cloſe by the Tree itſelf MN ; 
It was the Almighty's Doings, and therefore : 
| t is preſumptuous in us to demand the Reaſon « 
| for its being done. Though if our Author Bl < 
b 
r 
a 


will not be content with that, but maſt have 
his Curioſity ſatisfied, there is a very obvious | 
Reaſon for the Guards being thus placed at the 
Extremity of the Garden. That Paradiſe con 
tinued free from the Curſe, which the Tranſ- 
greſſion of Adam brought upon the reſt of the 
World, is almoſt univerſally allowed; and ai 
( the 
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e Curſe did not affect the Garden, it there- 
: TE fore muſt produce its Fruits without the La- 
bour of Man, as it did in the Days of Inno- 
I cence. Now if God had placed the Cheru- 
bim cloſe by the Tree of Life, and not at the 
d Extremity of the Garden, Adam might have 
took of the Fruit of theſe Trees, which till 
ae fouriſh'd, and fo have evaded one Part of the 
Curſe, by which he had been ſentenced" to 
earn his Bread by the Sweat of his Brow. 
= Beſides, our Author muſt agree with me, that 
I Paradiſe was inacceſſible on any Part, but the 
| E Eaſt, or elfe his Trees of Life could not have 
been properly guarded by placing the Cheru- 
in bim there. And if fo ; how could the Tree 
of Life be watch'd with more Safety, and 
Convenience, than by ſtationing the Guard in 
chat Avenue, where only the Way lay open to 
it? If a Caſtle ſhould be ſo ſituated, as to be 
I acceflible, but on one Part, how could the 
Governour of it act with more Prudence and 
Caution, than by defending that Paſs with the 
beſt Troops in his Garriſon? But what is yet 
more; the Garden of Eden was too delightful 
a Place for fallen Men to inhabit, too enchant- 
ing a Scene for Sin, and Mortality to dwell 
in: And conſequently it was highly requiſite, 
chat his Return ſhould be hindered to that Pa- 
nadiſe of Pleaſure, the Enjoyment of which 
22.08 222008 
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.was/ inconſiſtent with the Cares, and Anxiety, 


that now attended him. Delights, and Plea- 4 


ſures he had forfeited by his Diſobedience, a; 
well as Immortality; and infinite . Juſtice de- 


manded his Excluſion from the one, as wel! 


as the other. Thus we ſee ſufficient Rea- 
ſon for the Guard's being placed at the Ex- 


Free of Life. Had the Cherubim been ſta- 
tioned there, another Body of Guards would 
likewiſe have been neceſſary to ſecure the En- 


of the Garden, rather than by the 


trance into the Garden; but as they were 
placed in this Manner, the ſame Guard ſerved 
for both Purpoſes at once. 4 
And now let me aſk our Author, does he 
think the Difficulties, he has here took No- 
tice of, of any Weight at all? The two for- 
mer have been ſhown to concern his Explana- | 
tion equally with the received Opinion; and | 
what has been ſaid above with Regard to the 
latter, will convince any one, how little it af. 
fects the Exiſtence of the Tree of Life, 
How noble the Superſtructure muſt be, 
that is built upon ſo weak a Foundation, one 
may readily judge! For if the Architect has 
been guilty of ſo many Miſtakes in laying the 
firſt Stones, it would indeed be ſurprizing to 
find the Pile riſe from his Hands, ſolid, uni- 


form, and like the Performance of a wiſe . 
Maſter-Builder.— T7” 


The 
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The Hiſtory of Adam from his Creation to 
| his Expulſion from Paradiſe, our Author in- 
troduces, ſubſequent to this long Liſt of Ob- 
jections. And if good Language, or well 
turned Periods could ſupply the Place of Ar- 
gument, nothing could be ſaid in Oppoſition 
to his Explanation of the Matter. But ſince 
W there are an odd Kind of well-meaning Peo- 
ple in the World, who are not ſo far captiva- 
ted with the Graces of Writing, as to reſign 
their common Senſe in Compliment to it; 
and whoſe Underſtandings are not blinded 
= with the Charms of Oratory to ſuch a Degree, 
but that they ſtill are of Opinion, that Reaſon 
and Rhetorick ſhould be inſeparable Compa- 
W nions ; it will probably contribute to their Sa- 
1 tisfaction, to ſee how far he has been carried 
by a Love of Novelty, and a Fondneſs for 
Criticiſm. This will be Imployment enough 
for theſe Papers, till the particular Subject of 
the preſent Diſſertation, the Account of the 
Tree of Life, be again reſumed. 
In Page 31, where he is ſpeaking of God's 
creating Man in his own Image, after his 
Likeneſs, we havethe following remarkable Paſ- 
age. The Word cos is rightly tranſlated 
Image, and ſignifies a 74 Picture, or com- 
pleat Repreſentation. But leſt this ſhould be 
doo ſublime a Boaſt for any Creature, the 
WT, © Expreſſion 


RS. 
% Expreſſion is immediately ſoftened by the 
„ Word ri, which ſignifies Likeneſs, 
&* Reſemblance ; and this is rendered ſtill more 
« faint by the prefix'd Prepoſition, which 
{© fignifies according to, and in ſome Agree- 
© ment with. Man therefore was created in 
e the Image of God; not indeed in the ex- 
e -preſs, and full Inge, but after the Like- 
<« neſs, and according to the Reſemblance of 
e that unequal'd, and ſupreme Being. : 
Now in Geneſis V. 3. we have this Account of 
the Birth of Seth. And Adam liv'd an Hun- 
dred; and Thirty Years, and begat a Son in his 
own Likeneſs, after his Image. The Hebrew | 
Words for Likeneſs and Image are the ſame as 
in the former. Let us then apply the above 
Criticiſm to this Place. Adam begat a Son 3 
nin, in his Likeneſs or Reſemblance ; this 
Word has a leſs forcible Signification than Bb5v, 
which is added after, and means a juſt Picture, 
or compleat Repreſentation ; but leſt even this 
ſhould be too great a Boaſt for a Son, the iſ 
Hiftorian renders that Expreſſion more faint M 
by the prefix d Prepoſition: So that Seth was 
born in the Reſemblance of his Father, not in 8 
the leaſt after his Image, but according to, or 
in ſome Agreement with it. There needs not 
mach Penetration to diſcover how aukward an 9 
Appearance this 1 important. Piece of Criticiſm 
makes, 
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makes, when thus applied. As the Expreſſi- 
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Y by the ſame Writer; if the Criticiſm were 
2X juſt in the one, it would likewiſe tally in the 

other. The Hiſtorian ſeems to me to have 
uſed S, and M297 indifferently, in acquaint- 


RE God; for in the twenty-ſeventh Verſe of the 


c I ct Chapter we have c without MDT ; and 


in the firſt Verſe of the fifth Chapter M21 is 
IT uſcd without n; and therefore when theſe 
two Words are found together we are to im- 
pute it to the Eaſtern Manner of making Uſe 
of two Words to expreſs one and the ſame 
= Idea, 

n Page 35 he is pleaſed to tell us that 
the original Words y tm yy may 
be tranſlated.” Je Tree which is the 
% of Good and Evil ——That the Deſign 
Hof this Tree was to try the Obedience of ITE 
WI can readily admit; but can never allow this 
Ito be a proper 5 or indeed the true 
Meaning of the Words. The beſt Lexico- 
eraphers interpret the N oun , ſcientia, and 
che Verb YT. from which it is deriv'd, is ne- 
er (that I have yet obſerved) uſed in any 
other Senſe. That the ſame Word ſhould 


E 2 


ons are the ſame in both Paſſages, and uſed 


ing eus of Man's being made in the Image of 


L mean Knowledge, and Teft or Trial, is almoſt 
m_ as Teſt or Trial ſuppoſes the Want 
N of 
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ol that Experience, which Knowledge in itſelf 


Gods, knowing good and Evil. Eve might then 


of ſeeking for ſome Interpretation of this 
Name, without excluding the Word Know- 


which is both agreeable to the Hebrew Text, Y 
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the Tor: of. Evil, if, contrary to my Pro-| 7 
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implies. Had the real Name of this Tree 8 
been, the Tree which is the Teft of Good, and 
Evil, we ſhould probably have found the fa- 
cred Writer would have uſed 1525, (which has 
frequently this Senſe affixed to it) inſtead of 
TyTN. Beſides, had Eve underſtood NYT 1n A | 


the Senſe of @ Te, the old Serpent could ne- 


ver have plaid ſo artfully upon the Name of 
the Tree, as he did in telling her Te ſhall be a: x 


readily have replied, this is not the Meaning 
of that Name; the Tree is ſo called, as it is 
the Teſt of Good, and Evil. Such an Anſwer 8 
ſhe certainly would have returned, had ſhe un- 
derſtood it in that Manner; ſince the Subtlety of 4 
the Tempter muſt then eaſily have been ſeen. 
As ſhe therefore made no Boggle, but readily 
ſwallow'd the Bait, we are under a Neceſſity 3 


ledge. And here one immediately offers itſelf, f | 


and with the Injunction laid upon Adam not 
to eat of the Fruit of this Tree, For why 


might not it be called, the Tree of the Know: 3 
ledge of Good, if thou abſtaineſt from i it, but of 


2 Gen. III. 5. 
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hibition, thou preſumeſt to eat thereof; or in 
I | ſhort, by rendring the Particle Vau, or, as it is 
frequently rendered in other Parts of Scrip- 
3 ture; the Tree of the Knowledge of Good or 
I Evil. Tam not aware that this Interpretation 
has never yet been given to the Paſſage, and for 
1 that Reaſon offer it with the greateſt Caution. 


It is however thus far recommended, as being 
entirely conſiſtent with the Text, which ſhould 


be the firſt Point conſidered in every Interpre- 


tation; and beſides, as it takes off all N eceſſity 


of ſuppoſing, that any Change in their Intel- 
lectual Faculties, any extraordinary Rnow- 
edge, or Wiſdom was, or could be acquired 
1 by eating of this Tree; and this as fully, as 


any other Rendring poſſibly can. Our Au- 


thor's Reaſons for tranſlating y 7%, he 


did not think proper to acquaint us with; 
ſo that we are at Liberty to reject his Verſion, 
till ſatisfactory Arguments are brought in Sup- 
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Immediately after this laſt Obſervation we 


are favoured with a new Rendring of the 
== Verſe, where the Tree of Life is firſt men- 


toned: And to induce us the more to approve 


of this Tranſlation it is ſubjoin'd to the Text 


itſelf; yy 55 en b DR mT Du 
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Febovab Baus e terrd omnem arborem defidera. | 
bilem ad aſpectum, bonam ad cibum, & arborem 
vitæ; & in medio horti (or—in medio horti 
etiam) arborem cognoſcendi bonum & malum. 
. In Engliſh thus And out of the Ground made 
the Lord God to grow every Tree, that was de- 
fireable to the Sight, and that was good for 
Food, and a Treeof Life ; and in the Middle of b 
the Garden the Tree of the Knowledge of Got 
and Evil.—But our Author, I find, puts off 
the Vindication of this ſurprizing Conſtruction | 
to another Place, It will therefore be proper 
to omit my Remarks upon it; that I may 
| conſider this Verſion, and his Defence of it 
at the fame Time h. It will not however be - 
amiſs in this Place to take Notice of a curious 
Note, which he has added to this Paſſage, and 
is“ That the two Expreſſions „ND 20) 1 
« gonam ad cibum, and y & arborem 
te vitæ, are ſynonimous, or the latter only exe- 1 
* getical of the former.” If this were really 
the Caſe, what probable Reaſon can be aſſign- 4 
ed, why this Form of ſpeaking ſhould be no 
where elſe obſerved ? Trees of Food are often a 
mentioned; but I challenge our Author to 
ſhow me, where a Tree of Life follows, as f 
e of that Expreſfion; when Words are 1 
really 1 
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really ſynonimous, it. is highly improbable, 


but that Manner of Writing muſt occur more 
| WF than once; eſpecially 1 in a Language. ſo ſimple 
as the Hebrew is. . Beſides, if theſe two Ex- 


preſſions were indeed ſynonimous in the pre- 
ſent Inſtance, or the latter only exegetical of 
the former; how comes it that c ον vy, and 
not 95859 212 xv, is uſed in the twenty- ſecond 
vyerſe of the third Chapter, u m9 1 nous 15 
Dim let be put forth his Hand, and 
ate alſo the Tree of Life ; and likewiſe in Verſe 
the twenty-fourth, y v f W225, 70 
heep the Way of the Tree of Life. Had it 
been, as our Author ſays, 95899 212 yy, would 
have ſtood a fair Chance to have been uſed 
one of the Times at leaſt ; or indeed rather it 
would have been the only Expreſſion made 


ce of. For in every Inſtance where Words 
are ſynonimous, or the one exegetical of the 


other, the latter is underſtood to be merely ex- 
planatory of the former; and therefore, if the 
Author does not think fit to write the ſynoni- 
mous Words any longer together, the firſt 
will certainly be the Word uſed upon every fu- 
ture Occaſion. 

In proſecuting this Hiſtory of the Fall, our 
Author naturally. touches upon the Part the 
erpent bore. in this important Affair, and in 
Page 41 he tells us, that it is probable the 

E 4 Serpent 
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18 Serpent eat of the Fruit of this Tree him- 
te ſelf, and made that Eating of his an Argu- 
e ment againſt the Mortality they had been 
* taught to expect from eating it.” But we 
are to remember, there is not a Syllable of this 
faid in the Account we have of this Tranſ- 
action; and we need not go farther than what AF 
that Account will warrant us. That they 
ſhould be as Gods, knowing Good and Evil, is 3 
all the Temptation Moſes acquaints us with, 
and we may thence conclude there was no 
other offered; eſpecially as the Promiſe of be- 2 | 
ing equal with the Deity himſelf ſeems to be 
ſo powerful an Incitement. Some indeed have 
thought that Eve might have been ſurprized at 
hearing the Serpent ſpeak, and that the Ser- 
pent, to put an End to that Surprize, - attribu- 
ted this Acquiſition of Speech to his having | F 
eat of the Tree of Knowledge. But if we loox 
back to Chap. II. 19, 20. of this Book, we 
ſhall no longer be inclined to ſuppoſe, Eve 
would have been ſtartled at hearing the Ser- 
pent talk with her. For we there ſee, that 
the Nomination of the Beaſts of the Field was 
prior to her Creation. Now Adam had cer- 
tainly given every living Creature its proper 2 
Name, from the Knowledge God had im- 
parted to him of its Nature; but Eve was | 48 
not Rs at 'this Nomination, as not being 4 
tl 
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9 yet created, and therefore cannot be ſuppoſed 
to have had this Knowledge of the Nature of 
Beaſts. She then could not be ſurpriſed at 
'% hearing one of them addreſs her in this Man- 
6. ner; ſince ſhe could not know, but ſome, 
if not the greater Part of the Creation, might 
have enjoy'd this Faculty of Speech. If it 
ſchould be here urged, that Adam might have 
communicated to her the Names, and conſe- 
quently the Nature of every living Creature, it 
will be ſufficient in Return to that, to ſay, that 
the Shortneſs of their Continuance in Paradiſe 
could not have allowed Space for ſuch an 
Information. that it is impoſſible, they 
ould all have come under her Obſervation 
within ſo ſmall a Compaſs of Time — and fo, 
1 Ws ſhe could not have took Notice of them all, 
Ine Serpent might be one of thoſe, whoſe 
Name and Nature ſhe was yet unacquainted 
Vith. But our Author ſays a little after; 
that the Serpent did eat of this Fruit is pro- 
bable, becauſe we read, that the Woman 
// the Tree was good for Food. Now as 
ö the Word ſaw muſt be underſtood here as 
9 * an Act of the Mind, and is frequently ſo 
* uſed, it had better be rendered confidered: 
But the Woman could not conſider, or 
form any Inference, that this Tree was good 
for F ood, unleſs ſhe had ſeen. it taſted by 
«© ſome 
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« ſome one ; and this, in the preſent Caſe, | 8 
© could be no other than the Serpent.” Ves! 
but I think, ſhe might infer, that this Tree 
was good for Food, as the Fruit of it was, in 
every Thing, like to the Fruit of thoſe other 
Trees, the Uſe of which God had allowed, | 3 
It was ruddy to the Sight; it was grateful to | 1 
the Smell; the other Trees of the Garden were | [ 
ſo too ; and ſhe might by comparing them to- 1 
gether conclude, that this was as proper for Wl 
Nutriment, as thoſe were. Such an Inference 3 
was quite agreeable to Nature ; and ſcarce a 3 


Day policy; but we make the Se .onrſplves | F 


for an Evidence of its Goodneſs, e its * 2 
ing taſted by ſome one elſe? Or do we not i 

rather argue thus? It looks well; the Smell 2 
of it is agreeable; and in both it is like Things 
I have frequently eaten of; it muſt therefore be N 
proper for Food. There is no one, I pre- 
fume, but will think ſuch. a Compariſon ſuf. 
ficient in this Caſe, without looking for 1 


wy” 


greater Conviction ; Eve therefore may very 
juſtly be ſaid, to have ſeen, that the Tree of 
Knowledge was good for Food, though ſhe Y 
had ſeen no one eat of it before her. _— a 

The Woman then being thus perſuaded, 4 | I 
thati it was like, by the outward Show of it, to be b t 
it for Uſe, obſerving it likewiſe to be exceed. F 


q 


1 REMARKS. 59 
| | ng pleaſant to the Sight, and being informed 
yy the Serpent, that it was an extraordinary 
Means of obtaining farther Knowledge, imme- 
"B iately eat thereof, Her Huſband, induced to 
t by ber Perſuaſions, followed her Example. 
Our Author tells us, Page 43, © we are in- 
formed he alſo eat with her, as ſhe had 
4 e done before him, for the Words will ſigni- 
fx either. If he had his Information from 
he third Chapter of Geneſis, I can aſſure him 
without any Heſitation, that the Words will 
not bear, as he ſays, either of thoſe Significa- 
4 tions. For let us conſult the Original MM 
den Hy mers Nn rn Dr vn, And 
De took of the Fruit thereof, and did eat, and gave 
32-1 unto her Huſband with ber, and be did eat. 
SET his is an exact Tranſlation of the Words; 

Whether they can bear the Senſe our Author 
3 puts upon them, mult be left to the Judgment 
l the learned Reader. Not that it is a Mat- 
4 er of any Moment; but we may from ſuch 
Mittle Obſervations, as theſe, gather, that he is 
ond of being particular in Things ever fo in- 
iffferent that he is determined to let no 
1 Opportunity paſs of ſhowing his great Skill in 
naking new Conſtructions, and in finding out 
ew Meanings for every Paſſage, he falls up- 
J on,. — and in ſhort, that he is reſolved to 
eommence a Critick of the firſt Magnitude, 
nl 1! r ee, 


6o REMARKS. 9 
though it be at the Expence of Reaſon, and ; i 
Language. . 
Thus by yielding to the Perſtwafons of his 
Wife, Adam became a Partner in the Crime; 
but St. Paul having ſaid that Adam was not 4 8 
ceived, but the Woman being deceived, was in 
the Tranſgreſſion ; our Author imagined ſome ; i 
new Light might be ſtruck from ſo remarkable 
an Aſſertion; and accordingly argues thus © ; % 
% Now if Adam was not deceived, he muſt | 1 


I” 
8 
„. 
* 


< have eaten with a full Conviction of the Con- 1 | 
« ſequence, and out of Love and Affection to 
«© his miſerable Wife.” But if this were true, 
Adam muſt have acted with a greater Con- 
tempt of the divine Prohibition, than we can 
imagine a Creature could have done, who had 
received ſo many, and fo extraordinary Fa- 
vours. Such a Behaviour, as is here ſuppoſed, | I I 1 
could have ariſen from nothing, but a total 
Depravity of his Nature; and how could he 
be fo entirely loſt to all Senſe ef bis Duty, 
who had never yet offended in one ſingle Point ! 
Our Author was too much aware of the Ab- 
ſurdity of ſuch an Opinion to preſs it any far- 
ther; and therefore immediately adds. ⁶6.• 
“ But it ſeems more rational to ſuppoſe the 
4 — here to can that Eve was 1 1 I | 


X a. * — c AA me eo ys — 
— — ye} — - - . 7 
— * 3 mY 
= — — — 
* 


— 


g 9 * 
Wn AN ĩVW? . . ̃ qc: 
* 


= — — . — 
2 — — —— — IIS 


—— —— A 


es — a — ht 
ot? Ye ery 2s 1911 Tt, — — oc 


1 — * on - 
8. 


, | Tim IL: I  *Page 44. 


RE M NK 8. 


pent, but that Adam ate after the Decep- 
'Y © tion was finiſhed ; and therefore that he was 
partly induced by the Arguments, and part- 
guy by the Solicitations of her, with whom, 
as he had ſharedin Happinels, he reſolved alſo 
1 © to ſhare i in Miſery.” Now if he was indu- 
ed to eat of the forbidden Fruit partly by the 
BS ollicitations, and partly by the Arguments of 
oe, how was he not deceived ? Certainly he 
J vas, and in the ſame Manner, that his Wife 
L Pad been deceived before him. The Serpent 
ad told her, they ſhould be as Gods, know- 
1 g Good and Evil; and if ſhe made Uſe of 
Iny Arguments to perſuade her Huſband ; what 
Mould ſhe think a more forcible one, than that 
Which had prevailed upon herſelf. Granting 
en, that this was Adam's Motive for eating, 
well as Eve's ; it will be from thence evi- 
ent, that both were alike deceived. So that 
ie Apoſtle cannot be thought to mean, that 


1 nentioned. And if we take the Context a- 
Wong with us, his Deſign will be then clear. 
for Adam was firſt formed, then Eve, After 
Wat follows: And Adam was not decei ved, 
be Woman being deceived, was in the Tranſ- 
ton: St. Paul here offers two Reaſons for 
1 e Superiority of the Man over the Woman; 
dam was firſt in the Creation, and therefi®s 

naturally 
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dam was not deceived in the Paſſage above 
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had been placed in a State of Subjection, not 


which was then ſettled (meaning the Sub- 


pent, was the Cauſe, and Beginning of Sin, 
and Ruin on all Mankind. 


the Tree of Life, yet calls for a very particu- | 

lar Conſideration. The Inftitution of Sacri- 

fice cannot, we muſt own, be tolerably ac- 

counted for, without having Recourſe to a di- 

vine Original. But then how to ſettle the 

Time of that Inſtitution, is the great Difficul- b 
ty. 


by REMARES. 
naturally the Head of Eve; the Man was not 
deceived, that is, firſt, and immediately de- 
ceived, but the Woman being deceived, was 
firſt in the Tranſgreſſion; as ſhe therefore was 
the Cauſe of her Huſband's Diſobedience, ſhe 


only by the Law of Creation, but as a Puniſh- 
ment for her Crime. Or as the learned Dr. 

Hammond has rightly paraphraſed upon this 
Place; there is little Reaſon, that this Courſe, 
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ordination of the Woman to the Man at 
the Creation) ſhonld fince be changed; cer. 
tainly no Reaſon to be fetched from Adam's 
Sin and Fall, for the Guilt of that lay eſpe- 
cially upon the Woman, -for before Adam was 
deceived (or Adam being not deceived) the Wo- 
man being firſt cheated herſelf by the Ser- 


We come now (Page 67, Gc.) to a Point, 
which , though like the preceding Obſerva- 
tions, of no Concern at all to the Exiſtence of 


1 REMANKS 63 
1 * It has indeed been thought by ſeveral 


eminent Writers, before Mr. Kennicott, 
4 hat the Coats of Skins, which God made 


48 ; for Adam, and his Wife, muſt have been the 
1c skins of Beaſts made Uſe of in Sacrifice. 
ot WT here will however appear one Objection to 
by: 3 this, not eaſily to be got over; when we re- 
r. flect, that if Man perſiſted but a ſhort Space 
1s Win his Innocence, (as is highly probable) it is 
©, then impoſſible, that there could be more than 
- rwo of each Species of Animals. If God 


cherefore directed Adam to facrifice the Male, 


r- or the Female, ſuch a Sacrifice would without 
'S WW Queſtion have put an End to one of the Spe- 
- {MWicics; and we can hardly be induced to think, 
25 WW that a kind Creator would thus deſtroy that, 
to which he had ſo lately given Being. It is 


r- therefore abſolutely neceſſary, that thoſe, who 
DN, are of Opinion, that Sacrifice was inſtituted at 
the Time of the Fall, ſhould lengthen out 
it, the Innocence of Adam, till a proper Supply 
a- WF for Sacrifice could be raiſed by the Increaſe of 
of Animals. Mr. Worthington was aware of the 
Neceſſity of this, and in Conſequence of it, 
1- BF ſuppoſes Adam to have continued near ſeven 
c- WH Months in his Innocence ®. Some of the A- 
i- nimals would have een by that Time, 


e | and 
. Gen, III. 21. 
= Eſſay on Man's Redemption, Page 15. 


n 


and Adam might then indeed have made « 


8 


Sacrifice to the Lord. But there is one Reaſon 
to be drawn from the Hiſtory itſelf, that will 
convince us, that our firſt Parents did not con- 
tinue innocent fo long. For ſince we are told, 
that the Sorrow in bringing forth Children Y 
was the Conſequence of their Sin; it will fol- 
low, that if they had not ſinned, Eve would 
have brought forth without any Sorrow at all, 
and if ſhe was to have brought forth without 
Pain or Sorrow, it is certain that ſhe muſt have 
brought forth. Now the firſt Time we are 
told, that Adam knew his Wife, is after their 
Expulſion from Paradiſe n; but if they had 
continued any Length of Time in their Obedi- 
ence to the divine Injunction, we ſhould then 
have been inform'd of her having conceiv'd 
during their Abode there, and afterwards have 
found, that one was born into the World 4 
without the Burthen of original Sin. This 4 
muſt have been the Caſe, had Adam known 
his Wife before the Fall: And that he would 


have known her during their Innocence, had 
that Innocence been of any Continuance, will 


farther appear from hence; that a World ſo 


form'd, and fo prepar'd, could never have been 


delign'd for two only Inhabitants ; and from ; 


what Stock, but their Loins, could this Mul- 
| ; titude 
Gen. TV." 7. 
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3 uitude have been raiſed, as the finiſhing Hand 
ad been already put to the Work of Creation ? 
F Beſides, Reaſon will tell us, that if Eve had 

4 ed the Temptation of the Serpent ſo long 
n. s is here ſuppoſed, ſhe muſt in that Time 
al L ave known the Nature of the Tempter, have 
kl J been acquainted with his wicked Deſigns, 
nd on her Guard againſt them. It would 
ave been impoſſible for Satan, who had been 
bus baffled for ſeven Months together, ever to 
have ſucceeded at all. Such a Habit of Virtue 
Vould have been acquir'd by ſuch a Courſe of 
Innocence; that no future Wiles or Stratagems, 
However deeply laid, could ever have ſub- 
erted. The Tempter muſt then have been 
Filed ; our firſt Parents muſt have triumphed; 
en ind we their Poſterity have been happy, and 
Innocent. But as we are all too fatally aſſured 
Y pf the contrary of this, their Fall muſt there- 
ore be dated immediatly ſubſequent to their 
reation; and then as nothing intervened be- 
Wwcen that, and the making of theſe Coats of 
f dkins, but their Examination and Condemna- 
Wion, it is clear that thoſe Actions followed 
Wach other. And if fo (as it has been already 
own, that no Animals could be yet flain) 
he Coats here mentioned could not be made 
f the Skins of Beaſts, and conſequently not. 
f the Skins of Beaſts offered up in Sacrifice. 
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his Abode in Paradiſe, from the natural Soft- 


ov wins 


his Right to that Scene of Happineſs was now | 


Bodies, that might be a Defence againft the f 


certainty made; but- of what they 1 were made 


And * we ſhall be farther induced to 
agree to this, if we enquire into the Reaſon ll 
of theſe Coats being made. Adam, during 4 


neſs of the Climate, ſtood in no Need of Co- 
verings to protect him from the Inclemencies 9 
of the Weather. No Froſts, or Snows, be- 1 
numbed his naked, and defencelefs Body; no I 
Rains, or Storms of Wind brought with them | 1 
Damps, and Colds ; and if the Noon=day Sun | 4 
affected him with his Hear,” the gentle Ze- 
phyrs at the ſame Time fanned him with their | 3 


2 
Breezes. Such was then his Situation; but 


femme | 


forfeited; Paradiſe he muſt ſoon leave, and J 
When driven from thence, become ſubject to 
the different Attacks of Heat and Cold, of i 
Wind and Rain; but a Body, that had been 3 
hitherto unuſed to thoſe Impreſſions, could 
never, naked as it was, have been able to en- 1 | 
counter ſuch Variety of Seaſons, The Alm igh- 3 
tyo therefore, who in his Wrath thinketh upon 
Mercy, out of his great Goodneſs gave them 
Inftructions; how to make Coverings for their 


. o &% ka ee © a aa 


Injuries of the Weather, and make the great 4 
Change, they were ſhortly to experience, les 4 
istelekable. With this View were theſe Coats 
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muſt yet be conſidered. That which our 


Tranſlators have rendered Coats of Skins, is in 
o the Original Text y Tmn>; the Queſtion 
"IM then is, whether 117 will only fignify the Sin, 


or whether it may not be interpreted, ſome- 
w h 


thing of, or belonging to the Skin, as Hair, or 
Wool. That this Figure is in. Uſe among 
Y | the. Hebrews, will appear from Exod. XXV. 
4. where Moſes, in telling the Iſraelites what, 

they ſhould offer. for the making of the Ta- 
- BY bernacle, bids them bring Gold, and Silver, 

aud Braſs, and Blue, and Purple, and Scarlet, 


and fine Linnen, iy; which muſt, to 'be 


agreeable to the reſt, and to be a proper Or- 


0  nament for the Tabernacle, be tranſlated and 


Coats Hair. Now if the Animal, as in this 
Inſtance, is made Uſe of for the Hair of that 
Animal, why may not the Sein be uſed in 
another Place, when the Hair or Wool of it 
W is intended ? If this Obſervation have the good 
Fortune to be thought of any Weight, the 
Verſe, here theſe Coats are ſpoke of, may 
be thus rendered Lt Adam alſo, and to 
his Wife did the Lord God make Coats from 
the Wool er Hair, that comes from the Skin. 
Now if this Verſion be found agreeable to 
the Hebrew, (and it is certain, that the Text 
will bear it) there cannot be the leaſt Difficulty 
in admitting of it, For what Dreſs could be 
Dx ſo 


68 KEMAMKS BR 
o ſuitable to their preſent Condition, as ons 
ſo well contrived to defend them from the 
Extremes of Weather? Nothing fure could be 
of equal Service to them with that, which 
could either cover their Bodies from the too 
violent Rays of the Sun, or be a Remedy 
againſt the Attacks of Cold, and the Rigour ä6 
of Winter. But it perhaps may be here urged; 8 
that ſince we find Abel ſome Time after” of- 
fering up an animal Sacrifice, it muſt follow, 3 
| that Sacrifice had been inſtituted before his 3 
Time, and ſo we muſt fix that Inftitution to | 1 
14 the Period, when theſe Coats were made, as | 
| U there is no other Paſſage, from which the | 3 
HK Time of its Inſtitution can be gathered. In I | 
Anſwer to which we may obſerve, that though 
it was impoffible, from the Want of Animals, 
that our firſt Parents could have made a Sa- 
crifice to the Lord; yet this Difficulty does 3 
not at all lie againſt the. Sacrifice of Abel. 
Several Years muſt have paſſed between the 
making of Coats for Adam and his Wife, and 
the Offerings of their two Sons. And in that 
Time Animals muſt without doubt have in- 
creaſed in ſuch a Manner, as to prevent any i 
Danger of putting an End to one of the Spe- 
cies, by ſacrificing ſome of them. So that 
Mankind might have received a Direction to 
make an animal Sacrifice, before the Time 
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of Cain and Abel's appearing with their Of- 


ferings; though we may conclude from the 


> FX imminent Danger, that would have attended 


Z it, that no ſuch Direction was, or could have 
been given, at the Juncture, that theſe Coats 
I | were formed for our firſt Parents. 

9 Before we leave this Point, it will be ne- 
ceſſary to mention an extraordinary Note which 
our Author has here added; and which is, 
« that the Word Wy is never found in any 


c other Senſe, but for the Skin of an Ani- 
mal; or to uſe the Words of Cloppenburg, 


3 


5 vvhom he quotes; y nuſquam reperitur alia 


fignificatione, quam pro externa animalium 
pelle uſurpata. And Mr. Kennicott is fo well 
q aflured of the Truth of this Obſervation, that 


he farther advances, that there is but one 
. 5 | a 


place where the Word y ſeems to ſignify 
= © the Skin of a Man, and that all the Ver- 
ions are not agreed to give it that Mean- 
ing.“ If this Remark of his be juſt, Moſes 
vill come off but poorly ; for, unfortunately 
for him we are told, Exod. XXXIV, 29. and 
twice more before the End of that Chapter, 
chat the SKIN of Moſes's Face ſhone, while 


: he talked with the Children of Iſrael, after 


; his Deſcent from Mount Sinai. The Word 
yy is uſed in each of thoſe Places. And the 
2p Jeremiah in aſking, Can the Æthio- 
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70 R E MARKS: 
pian change his Skin, (Chap. XIII. 23.) makes 


Uſe of the ſame, Now if the Werd y in 
this Place meant the Skin of an Animal, which 
the Fthiopian wore upon his Body; where 
could be the Force of the Prophet's Argu- 
ment, when he might change that at Pleaſure ? 
Beſides WW is uſed for the Skin of a Man near 
ten Times in the Book of Job; and indeed 
it is almoſt the only Ward in Uſe, for Wi oc- 
curs but rarely. It will be to no Purpoſe to 
urge this Point any longer, as the Miſtake is 


really ſo palpable, that no one can avoid taking 


Notice of it. Though probably it will be 
ſaid in Excuſe for our Author, that he had 


the Authority of Cloppenburg for this Piece 


of Critiſm, and that if he has been led into 
any Errors by it, the Blame is to be laid at 


the other's Door. But we muſt reply; that 1 
whoever brings upon the Carpet other Peoples F 


Obſervations, in order to confirm ſomething 
he himſelf has advanced, 18 anſwerable for 


the Abſurdities thoſe Obſervations contain, as 3 


much as if they. were his own. 

Adam having been thus kindly proyided 5 
by his Creator with a Dzels properly adapted 
to his future Situation in Life, the Hiſtorian 
next informs us, that God now proceeded to 
expel him from the Garden of Eden; and 


Moles here introduces the Almighty, as giving ; 


Verſion of it, "Ls Ada. ytyover ws ts 65 nᷣuαν, 
= | ne” \ | | * 
ro ynWoxur xaacov K rornpary. And as to his 
new rendring of Y 210 NYT7, as to the Teft, 
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X his Reaſons for ſo doing. Behold the Man 16 


become as one of us, to know Good, and Evil; 
and now left he put forth his Hand, and take 
of the Tree of Life, and eat, and live for ever, 
-Therefore the Lord God ſent him forth 


from the Garden of Eden to till the Ground, 


from whence he was taken *®. But our Author 
thinks, that one Part of this Paſſage may be 


better rendered: BeholJ the Man () hath 


« been, or hath behaved, as if be were equal 
& 70 one of us, as to the Teft of Good and Evil.” 
Whether dn is ever uſed in the Senſe he will 


have it, I greatly queſtion: That the Seventy 


underſtood it in the ſame Manner, as our Eng- | 
liſh Bible has done, will appear from their 


of Good aud Evil; it may be Farther obſerved 
(beſides what has heen already ſaid upon this 


i Point) that y has never throughout the 
W whole Bible any other Meaning affixed to it, 


but that, which our Tranſlators have given 
it here. And how are we to ſettle the Mean- 
ing of Words in the Hebrew, or any other 


ö Language, but by conſidering the Senſe they 


are uſed in upon other Occaſions? This i is the 


| Rule we are to go by in OY profane 


Deter det Authors; 
Gen. III. 225 * 
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”Þ  FKFENARNES ; 
Authors; and as that has been always found 
the moſt ſucceſsful Method in forming a true 
Judgment of the Senſe of their Words, it. 
muſt therefore be the moſt proper Rule we can 
obſerve in this, or any other Examination of 
the Hebrew Text. Now wherever we meet 
with the Word w, 797 is found to be the 
Infinitive Mood of the Conjugation Kal; and 
the Particle © prefixed is a Sign of the Word's Wl 
being uſed as a Gerund e; and our Tran- 
ſlators conſtantly keep up to this Senſe, and 
have every where rendered it by fo know, or ⁶ 
ſome Word to the ſame Purport. If then the 
Sameneſs of Expreſſion in the Qriginal does 
not require the fame Verſion into any other 
Language ; Words may ſignify juſt what will 
beſt ſerve every particular Expoſitor's Defign, 
and it will be in vain any longer to look for 
ſound Reaſoning, or true Criticiſm, But ſtill, 
if this were not ſufficient to determine the 2 
Senſe of the Ward, we may conclude from 
ſeveral Paſſages, where it occurs, that it is im- 
probable, it ſhould ever have that Senſe affix- 
ed to it, which our Author has here given it. 
For Inſtance, we read Deuter. VIII. 2. And 
thou ſhalt remember all the V. ays, which the 3 
fre by God led thee theſe forty Y. ears in the 
2 ng 
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7 REMARKS. 73 
d FE 7751dern to humble thee and to prove thee, 
ue (0 to know, (. what was in thine 
Heart Now it 7y7 as well as MDT ſig- 
TX nified 70 prove, or to try, the Tranſlation would 
g be to humble thee, to prove thee, to prove 
bat was in thine Heart; which would be 
X Tautology with a Witneſs, Whereas Moſes 
here certainly meant, that that Humiliation 
and Trial was ſent in Order to know, whether 
it was their Deſign to keep the Command- 
ments of the Lord. So that each Word has a 
TX peculiar, and diſtin& Senſe ; the former being 
applied to the Trials, that were given them, 
the latter to the Knowledge, that would be ac- 
X quired by that Probation. That theſe two 
Words, when found together, are really thus 
intended, may be obſerved from Deuter. XIII. 
4. and Judges III. 4. It being therefore 
impoſſible from this Conſideration of the Ori- 
einal to admit of our Author's Verſion; the 
Interpretation he has given to the Paſſage be- 
fore us muſt ſhare the ſame Fate with his 
5 Tranſlation, as it is entirely grounded upon it. 
But howeyer, as no one ſhould reject an Ex- 
planation, without being able to aſſign ſome 
other, that will not lie under thoſe Difficulties, 
upon the Account of which he rejected the 
former; it will be requiſite for me to ſubjoin a 
3 proper Interpretation of what the Almighty 41 


71 RE MARK S. 7 
faid, previous to the Expulſion of our firſ | ; 
Parents from Paradiſe. Behold the Man is be. I 1 
came as one of us, to know Good and Evil. The 
Man, we ſee here, was become, not like the f 
three Perſons in the Godhead (though he had 
behaved like all the three upon Mr. Kennicot's | 
Explanation) but like one of them. And the 
Point, in which he was become like that one, 
was in knowing Good and vil, Now this 
Knowledge of Adam's was not ſpeculative, 
but experimental; he therefore was become ti 
like one of the Perſons of the Godhead, whoſe 
Knowledge of Evil was experimental too, And 4 

which of the Perſons in the ever bleſſed Tri. 

nity can that be, but the Son of God, % WM 
Lamb flain from the Foundation of the World « 
So far any” be clearly deduced from the Word © 


Objection to this Expoſition, that the F ollow- ö by 
ers of Mr. Hutchinſon, have eſpouſed it. For, 
to quote the Words of a late Writer *. Andi 
Jehovah Elahim faid, behold Adam is beooiiel 
hke one of us, to Lito good and evil. Adam | 
was become like one of them; fo that the Ex- f 
emplar was firſt in one of the Elahim, of 


5 8 which 


0 3 XIII. . * 


5 Mr. Catcott, in his mon upon the ſupreme and i in- 12 
fexior Elahim. = ' 
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F REMARKS 79g 
nich Adam was become a Copy; the Text 
X fays expreſly, that this Likeneſs  confiſted in 
knowing, (that is in the Perception, in the 
experimental Knowledge of) good and evil. 
rhus Adam was become (not like any in an 
2 ndeterminate, or all the Elahim in a general 
Senſe, but) like one of the Elahim ; like him, 
who by Virtue of his Oath was experimentally 

to know good and evil, by taking on him hu- 
2 man Nature, and ſuffering in it ; this Obliga- 
tion took Place by Mary: s Tranſgreſſion, and 
ſc Man by the ſame Act, and at the ſame Time 
d i tos himſelf alſo liable to the ſame experi- 
i- Wnental Knowledge, fo that he was become like 
ne of the Elahim,——And now if we lay a- 
4 de our Prejudices, « can we OY expect 


an 3 An Expoſition this, agreeable to the Text, and 
i Every Verſion of it, and which at the fama 
1 I Time takes off all Neceſſity of ſuppoſing, what 
noſt of our Commentators have done, that 
od in theſe Words cruelly inſulted his loſt, 
Ind miſerable Creatures. 
Thus have I reſcued this Paſſage from the 
Hands of our Author; it remains that I do the 
me Kindneſs for the latter Part of the Verſe, 
hich in our Engliſh Bible is And now leff 
F but forth his Hand, and take alſo of the Tree 


* 


76 REMARKS. 
of Life, and eat, and live for ever; but is thus 
rendered by Mr. Kennicott, And now left he 
&« put forth his Hand, and take again of the Trees 
of Life, and eat, and fo "live on all his 
c Days.” =I muſt beg leave to refer the 
Conſideration of this Rendring, and ſhall only Yg 
in this Place examine his Paraphraſe upon thoſe 
Words. What then remains of his Puniſh- 3 
« ment for this high Tranſgreſſion? He has 
been ſentenced to Mortality, and to a Life of 
& Pain and Trouble for his future hard Sub- 
« fiſtence. And now that he may not live in 
<< Oppoſition to this Sentence, by ſtretching 3 
forth his Hands with the ſame Eaſe and e 
<« Happineſs as before, and take again of the 
Fruit of thoſe Trees of Life, which I gave 
“ him here to feed upon; leſt he eat for the IF 
“Future, as in Time paſt, without that La. 
e bour to which he ſtands doomed, and ſo i 
<« live on happy all his Days let us 
& baniſh him from Paradiſe.” Our Author 
thought it a great Objection againſt the received 
Acceptation of the Tree of Life ; that we are 
under a Neceflity of ſuppoſing God to have 
imparted ſuch a Virtue to that Tree, as he 
could” neither recall, nor alter, and therefore 
that he drove out the Man from Paradiſe, left 
by eating of it he ſhould, contrary to the divine 


Will, acquire ns And does not he 
introduce 
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| R E MAR RS. 77 
introduce the Almighty in this Place, as ba- 
Fiſhing Adam from the Trees of Life, leſt he 
chould, in Oppoſition to the Sentence that had 
been paſſed upon him, live unhappy all his 
Pays? Happineſs then was as irrevocably an- 
exed to thoſe Trees, as Immortality could be 
EZuppolcd to be to the Tree of Life; and the 
nherent Virtue in the one Caſe could be no 
ore recalled, or altered, than in the other. 
Mut if we examine this Paſſage, it will be Mat- 
er of Inquiry, how the Word HAPPY, which 
pour Author makes ſo good Uſe of, can be drawn 
rom the Text itſelf; Moſes does not expreſsly 
Wells us any farther, but that God baniſhed 
dam from the Garden, leſt he ſhould eat of 
1 he Tree of Life, and live for ever. Though 
3 we conſider the Context, it will from thence 
- ypear, that this Expulſion was an Act of 
© A Mercy and Kindneſs, and done rather to pre- 
23 ent Adam's being ſuperlatively wretched, than 
prevent his Happineſs. For ſince he had now 
Fally acquired an Experimental Knowledge of 
WW vil, and could not by any Means regain. that 
3 aſe and Satisfaction of Mind which he had 
It with his Innocence; Life and Immortality 
tis State of Miſery * ſurely have been a 
4 urſe, and not a Bleſſing. Sin and Unhappi- 
ess arc inſeparable Companions, and whoever 
Was indulged himſelf in the former, muſt have 


his 


+> V 


\ 


% 


m7 XE MARR 8 7 
his Share alſo of the latter. And does not Rea. i 
fon tells- us, -that the longer this Period conti- 
nued, the greater muſt have been the Miſery 
of the unhappy Sufferer. What then could 
be more worthy a good and gracious Creator, b $ 
than thus to compaſſionate the wretched Caſe BW: 
of his deluded Creature, and make him lets 
unhappy by ſhortning the Continuance of this 
Life of Sorrow. And indeed we may obſerve Y 
with Dr. Delany*, that God is repreſented by 
Moſes; as deliberating, and aſſigning the moſt Wl 
gracious Reaſon imaginable for removing our 
firſt Parents from Paradiſe; even leſt they ſhould 
eat of the Tree of Life, and live for ever, 
which doubtleſs in their Condition had been 
the Henct 8 oy: were e of. =_ 


AND now, if we look Lack; ind, think 3 
over fo much of this important Diſſertation, 
as we have already conſidered, we ſhall be at 
a Loſs, what Judgment to paſs upon it. But 
we muſt wait a While, as our Author is of. 
Opinion his Diſſertation will be entitled to 2 Mtr. 
more favourable Acceptance, when ſeveral F 
Odjections, which lie againft it, are removed; n 
Whether this Succeſs is ſo certain, as he is in- 5 
clined to believe, will be preſently ſeen, as | L 
ſhall immediately proceed to examine hi 

ys Anſwen 


* Revel. Exam. Vol. I. Diſſertat. 6. 


= REMARKS 99 
| Anſwers to thoſe Objections, and having inva- 
uüqdated thoſe Anſwers, ſhall endeavour to en- 

force the Objections themſelves. 


I I. The firſt e then to * foregoing 
Account is, —*< That it does not yet ſuf- 
„fg ciently appear upon rational Principles, 
„how Adam in Paradiſe was immortal, eſ- 
= pecially without the Uſe of a Tree of Life 3 
„ and how he became naturally mortal, after 
ne was expelled Paradiſe.” And in Anſwer 
9 to this Objection he is pleaſed to aſſert, that 
4 tit is evident from the Words of St. Paul 
1 | c r ——By one Man S7n entered into the World; 
(and Death by Sin“ Ea Mortality was 
not the Condition, of human Nature at fitſt. 
23 But as we have no Reaſon to think, that the 
Body of our firſt Parent was formed after A 
Widiferent Manner to ours, it muſt (as bas been 
1 frequently before obſerved) be looked upon as 
impoſſible, from thoſe Laws, upon which ours 
Ware framed, that his, Body could be. atherwiſe, 
ol 1 than mortal, unleſs preſerved by ſome very ex- 
E 3 Wtcaordinary Means. And what St. Paul ſays 
ral may be explained quite agreeable. to this. God, 
WW had promiſed. to Mankind, F reedom from 
I Mortality, in Caſe of their Obedience; and. 
8 94 chis Freedom from Mortality was to have been, 
acquired by eating of the Tree of Life. But 
ers | AAuÞ, 
4 ü Rom. V. 12. * 
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Tree of Life, entered in by the ſame Chan- 


Immortality would in tliat Caſe by no Means 1 


trary Method, Death would become the Wages i 


80 R E MAR K 8. 3 
Adam, by his Tranſgteſſion, loſt all Claim to 
this promiſed Immortality, and therefore to the 3 | 
Tree of Life; ſo by the Diſobedience of 
this one Man, Adam, Sin entered into the 
World, and Death, or a Privation of the 


nel. Had there been tio Sin, there could then 
have been no Death, as the Uſe of the Tree of 


have been prohibited. Though ſo long as it 
was pothble for Adam to ſin, as being a free 4 
Agent, it was poſſible for him to becoine ſub- 
ject to Death: And where there is a Poſſibi- 
lity of dying, there certainly muſt be Morta- 4 
lity.— The A poltle having afterwards ſaid, that 
the Wages of Sin is Death e, our Author would 
from thence ſupport his Opinion of the Mor- 
tality of our firſt Parents; but with Regard to 

that Paſſage we may obſerve with Mr. Stach. th 
houſe *, that it muſt be expounded of eternal 
Death, becauſe it is ſet in Oppoſition to. the 
Gift of God, which is eternal Life, through 
Jeſus Chriſt cur Lord. Though indeed, as 
the above ſhows ns, that the Wages of Inno- 
cence would have been Immortality, it is from 
thence evident likewiſe, that by the direct con- 


of Sin. 


C Rom. VI. 23. 
Bod y of Divinity, Page 287. 
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7 RE MA RAKS. 81 
| I Adam being thus mortal from his natural 
7 | Compoſition, and having received a Promiſe 
of Immortality, we are now to enquire, whe- 
W ther the Means, which Mr. Kennicott has laid 
W down for acquiring it, be ſufficient for the de- 
W fred End“ fo long as the Nouriſhment 
(received into the Body is proper to aſſimi- 
( late itſelf to the ſeveral Parts of the Body, 
* fo long Life is preſerved and maintained. 
=X << Now the Food yielded by the Fruits of 
( thoſe Trees, which Adam was to eat in Pa- 
( radiſe, was doubtleſs the moſt proper for 
Nutrition; and therefore the moſt proper 
| 3 « to aſſimilate itſelf to the ſeveral Parts of the 
„ Boqdy, for the Support of which it was in- 
F< tended ; conſequently, as long as he had eat- 
i 3 © en of this Food he had, upon the above 
Principle, been Immortal.” True it is, 
4 ths no Life can be preſerved, or maintained, 
7 unleſs the Nouriſhment received into the Body 
ve proper to aſſimilate itſelf to the ſeveral Parts 
Wof it; but that Life will be preſerved, ſo long 
Was that Nouriſhment ſo aſſimilates itſelf, ſeems 
Wto be a dangerous Poſition. The Food we 
Wtake in at our younger Years, is certainly pro- 
per to aſſimilate itſelf to the other Parts of our 
Body; or it will be difficult to give a Reaſon 
for our Increaſe in Stature, or our Life's being 
At all ſupported; and as no one can pretend to 
G lay, 
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5 that there is any 5 baue in the Na- 1 1 
ture of that Food, from the Time we firſt re. : 1 


15 ſhould produce Life and Immortality, which | 1 
ve on the contrary find productive of Deca 


Quantity of this Food, as would by thus aſf 


1 
N __ 
IR 5 * 
1 3 4 * 
1 


ceive it till the Days, when we have no Plea. 


and Death ? And yet, if this Food could by Y . 
aflimilating itſelf to. the Body have preſerved it 
free from the Seeds of Diſeaſes, how could i. 
prevent any external Attacks? Death may be 3 If 
ſ 
0 


Occaſioned many other Ways, than by Age « 


Diſtempers ; Bruiſes from Falls, or other 

Misfortunes, fractured Bones, and a thouſand 

Incidents more mutt diſorder, and unſettle the 
Continuity of the Body. And can this affimi- 
lating Nutriment, be thought a proper Re. 
medy againſt thoſe fatal Accidents? Or if i is 
could be deemed ſo ; could the unhappy 2 2 0 
tient have Appetite enough to take in ſuch iſ 


milating itſelf re-ſettle his ſhaken, and enfee- I 
bled Body? We ſee then, that Immortality 
or a Freedom from Death, could not be thi 
Conſequence of cating of thoſe Fruits of Px I 
radiſe, though ever ſo proper to aſſimilate b 
themſelves; we muſt therefore, to produce Wc ra 
an Effect of Nece*: * 12 to thoſe Fruits Mer 


Medici 


If ky 


as 


REMARKS, 83 
Medicinal Virtue, capable of preſerving the 
Frexture of the Parts by qualifying the Fer- 
mentation of the Juices, capable of reſtoring 
ature, when oppreſſed, to her wanted Vi- 
Pour, and of preſerving Adam from that Pain, 
3 rief and Mortality we, after his Remove from 
1 | Paradiſe,' find him expoſed to—none of theſs 
b Effects could ariſe, but from ſuch a Virtue, as 
here ſuppoſed ; and whether is it moſt rea- 
b Hnable to admit, that fo extraordinary a Pro- 
Perty was lodg'd in ſome one particular Tree 
1 N the Garden, or to grant, that this ſur- 
Prizing Virtue was common to all the Trees of 
aradiſe? 

Bat if we ſhould allow, that this gen of 
Ir Author's would have properly enough ac- 
Hunted for the Immortality of Adam; yet it 
ill be found fadly defective with Regard to 
is becoming mortal, after he was baniſhed 
om the Garden. When the Nouriſhment 
becomes unfit to aſſimilate itſelf to the ſeve- 
nal Parts of the Body, the Motion of the 
Fluids will in Time ceaſe, and the Conſe- 
W quence will be Corruption, Confuſion, and 
Death.“ This is certainly juſt ; and if the 
uits of which Adam eat after his Fall had 
eome unfit to aſſimilate themſelves to the ſe- 
ral Parts of his Body, Diſſolution muſt have 
en the immediate Conſequence ; and we 
| G 2 ſhould 
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Fall any Alteration had been made in the Nature 4 


$2). NE MAR K 8. 
ould then have ſurely found, that a eat J 
was ſoon put to his Exiſtence, inſtead of read 5 
ing. that all the Days that Adam lived, were 4 
nine Hundred and thirty Years", How could 4 
his Body be ſo long ſoppotted. whoſe Food 
was ſo improper for Nutrition? Or how could 
he ever reliſh ſuch a Change, who had been 
uſed to Food ſo different in its Quality? The 
Effects of this ſtrange Alteration would have 4 | 
been too violent to have been long endured, 3 
The Blood muſt have been inflamed from the 
bad Nature of the Juices, with which it was 8 
now W and the whole Body would have 
ceſſary Suſtenance. This clearly would hare 7 
been the Condition of Adam, if upon te 


of his Food. But the Truth is, the Prop er 
ties of nothing were changed. The Curſe i up- 
on the Ground was ſolely calculated to prevent * | 
its ſpontaneous Productions, and if Adam after i A 
his Tranſgreſſion was doomed to eat the Herb 
of the Field, it implies no more than chi— 4 
That the Fruits of the Trees, upon which he 
had lived before, would be now ſo ſcarce in I 
Compariſon to their former Plenty (ſince they 
were to yield nothing without Cultivation) 
that he would be dd to catch at any thing vo 

ca 
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3 ſatisfy the Calls of Hunger. No Change be- 
ing therefore made in the Nature of the hu- 
man Food, Man could not by this Means be- 
1 come mortal. Could his Food, by aſſimilating 
itſelf to the ſeveral Parts of the Body, have 
g : 2 him from Decays before his Fall, 
7 . would have retained that immortalizing Vir- 
tue after, as this aſſimilating Quality ſtill con- 
Einued: In vain then had been the Almighty's 
BET hreatning, In the Day thou cateſt thereof 
3 hou ſbalt ſurely die*. But Mr. Kennicott 
MS hinks thoſe Words remarkably adapted to his 
e BExplication, and tranſlates the Original, — 
I the Day thou eateſft thereof, dying thou 
alt die.” If the many Inſtances, where 
his Phraſe, n MD, occurs, ſhould have 
hat Rendring, what Abſurdities would fol- 
Wow ? Thoſe then, who have Death denounced 
gainſt them in this Manner, would not be- 
Home immediately liable to that Puniſhment, 
ut would begin then to die, and every ſuc- 
ceeding Day would bear them a Step for- 
ward to the Grave.” Strange indeed! 
| But we may be aſſured, that wherever this or 
Ihe like Exprefſion is uſed, it denotes no more, 
: Phan that whatever is there ſaid, is fixed, and 
J Wcfolved upon, and will accordingly come to 


G 3 ; Whether 
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Whether the Immortality of our firſt: Pa- 
rents before the Fall, and their Mortality after, | 
is beſt accounted for, with, or without the E | 
Uſe of a Tree of Life, muſt be now left to the 
Determination of the Reader, But however ; 
that be, our Author is ſufficiently inconſiſtent ll 
with himſelf ; for here he hath been endea- i 
vouring . to prove, that Adam could not have 4 
felt, or ſuffered Death, ſo long as permitted to 
eat of the Fruits of Paradiſe in their original 
Perfection; though in rendring Chap. III. 22. 
he will have it that God removed him from F- 
Paradiſe, leſt he ſhould take again of the Trees of 
Life, ond eat, and ſo live on all bis Days. if 
Every Man does fo, yet lays no Claim to an 
Immortality here upon Earth, and therefore 2 
live on all his Days cannot imply living for ever, ¶ te 
which he allows was to be the Conſequence of 
Eating of the Fruits of Paradiſe. Does not 
he then contradict himſelf in agreeing to that 
Point, when he had before denied that 55" || 
| ſhould be tranſlated for ever in the Verſe above- 
mentioned? I muſt beg Leave to tell him, 
that though it ſhould be thought a good Way 
of arguing, to advance whatever may ſerve the 
preſent Turn, without having any Regard to 
Truth, yet it would be adviſeable upon every 
Gecaton to have an Eye to one's own Aﬀer- 
tions. 


II. 


II. The ſecond Objection is that the 


„Word vv, which is ſingular, is uſed twice in 


the plural Number; being rendered Trees in 


explaining the 22d and 24th Verſes of the 


third Chapter. But to vindicate this Man- 


ner of Tranſlating, it was obſerved, that the 
«* fame Word is twice rendered Trees in the 


q « ſame Chapter by our Engliſh Tranſlators 


<« themſelves.” Sure it is that the Word is 


= tranſlated, and indeed with the greateſt 


Propriety, as the Senſe abſolutely requires it. 
Yet there is no ſuch Neceſſity for its having 
this Rendering in the two Inſtances before us. 


the Noun there uſed (ſince it is joined with 


n 27m) muſt refer to the y y men- 


tioned in the ninth Verſe of the ſecond Chap- 


ter, and therefore muſt depend upon that for 


its Tranſlation. The Word, we own, is fre- 
quently uſed for the whole Genus of Trees, 


and Mr. Kennicott ſays, always is ſo, © un- 


** leſs where it is confined by the emphatic 


1 Article, or a neceſſary Reſtriction in the 
* Senſe,” But if his Rule, that when yy is 


uſed ſingular, a N ſhould be prefixed, were 
true, how comes it, that in Gen. XXIII. 17. 
Dua WR yn 55) ſhould be rendered, and 
all the Trees of the Field, or that in Exod. X. 
15. Yyn 19 55 DN ſhould be likewiſe tranſ- 
lated, and all the Fruit of the Trees? That 
F423 — 4. Rule, 
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Rule, we ſee; is entirely defective; and the * 
Senſe of the Paſſage is the only Thing we 
can be determined by. Now how can that 
be more reſtrained, than it is in the preſent 
Inſtance, when the Hiſtorian has poſitively M 
aſſured us, that this i] yy ſtood in the 
Middle of the Garden. So that this Phraſe 
here can mean but one Tree of Life, and 
therefore the Words will have the like Mean- 
ing in thoſe Places, which ſo evidently refer 
to them. But our Author adds, © the Word 
xy ſeems only brought forward a ſecond Bi 
Time, to introduce the Word following | 
it; the Hebrew Language having very few 
*. Adjeftives. And therefore the Hiſtorian, in- 
e ſtead of a Word ſignifying conducive 6 
© Tife, probably called forth the Word Tree, 
* from the former Part of the Sentence, and 
expreſſed himſelf thus Out of the Ground 
made the Lord God to grow every Tree, that 
was defirable' to the Sight, and that was 
« good for Food, and a Tree of Life=-inſtead 
* of—and a Tree conducive to'Life.” The 
Hebrew Language does not indeed over-abound 
with Adjectives, but if the Hiſtorian had in- 
tended, what our Author ſuppoſes, any Par- 
ticiple Benoni Kal of a Verb'in this Significa- 
tion, would have ſerved for that Purpoſe, 
Rn ru had been much more agreeable to 
„ his 
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1 RE MARK 8. 8 
e the Simplicity of the Language he wrote in, 
e than the Words now in Uſe. And what is 
more, is it at all likely, that two Words with 
cis Senſe affixed to them, and added in this 
Place merely to explain the foregoing Expreſ- 
WT fion (for they muſt be ſo underſtood. upon 
WT this Explanation) is it, I ſay, at all likely, that 
ey ſhould be fixed upon to give a Name to 
Nanu the Trees of Food in the Garden of Eden? 
3 III. The third Objection is that DIY? in 
Chapter III. 22. is made to ſignify the Days 
„7/7 Adam's Life only, and not for ever. — And 
in Anſwer to this Objection, our Author aſ— 
ſerts, „that the Word y is uſed as often, 
perhaps finitely, as infinitely; and that it 
can ſignify nothing more than the Age or 
Life of Man, in Places, where our Tranſ- 
| 2 © lators have frequently rendered it for ever.” 
n Reply to this it may be ſaid, that the real 
Y Meaning of Sh is, Tempus cujus duratio 
eſt incognita; and as the Date of the Life of 
Man is undetermined, and unknown, it may 
properly enough be: uſed in that Senſe. Vet, 
whenever IN is joined to , an Eternity 
of Duration is always implied, as may be ſeen 
in running over thoſe Places, where the Words 
occur together. Deut. XXXII. 49. For I lift 
up my Hand to Heaven, and jay, I live for 
ever, 1 Kings I. 31. Let my Lord the King 


live 


equivalent to living as long as he lives; and 


to put an immediate End to his Being? Or 


he ſhould do fo, it is clear that our firſt Pa- 


90 REMARK 8: 7 
live for ever. Plalm CXXXIII. z. Fur eſe q 1 | 
the Lord commanded the Ble Ng, even Life 3 | 
for evermore.——Nehem. II. 3. Let the King i 
live for ever—Job VII. 16. T —— not li ue for 
ever. — Daniel XII. 2. Some to everlaſting il 
Life; and ſome to Shame and everlaſting Cn. 
tempt.—Ibid. Verſe 7. And fware by bim, 
that liveth for euer. From theſe Inſtances 
it is manifeſt, that > does always fignify 
for ever, when applied in the Manner it is here 
ſeen to be. Should any of the above Paſla- 
ges have Mr. Kennicott's Rendering affixed to 
them, the Impropriety of it would ſoon ap. 
pear; as indeed it does upon the firſt View 
in the Place we are now conſidering. ——Lef 
he eat, and ſo live on all his Days, is a Phraſe 8 


ES T1 


then there could be no Uſe for ty, as 7s 1 | 
hve implies the whole. But can we think, 
that God drove the firſt Man out of Paradiſe 


did not Adam lie on all bis Days, even aſter 
his Remove from the Fruits of Eden? Ii 
then God baniſhed him from the Garden, leit M 


rent evaded the Sentence, and lived on all bis 
Days, in Oppoſition to the divine Pleaſure. 
Though it is Matter of Surprize to me, why 
our Author ſhould be ſo unwilling to admit 

| _ coin 


of our tranſlating =» for ever, N he 
5 himſelf is of Opinion, that Adam muſt have 
lived, as long as his Food was proper to aſſi - 
1 are itlelf © to the ſeveral Parts of his Body. 
Now that would have been, as long as he con- 
tiaued to eat of the Fruits of Paradiſe ; and 
cherefore God ſent him from thence, to pre- 
WE vent his living for ever, by continuing to eat 
of them. Thus yy muſt here be uſed in- 
WE finitely, whether there was one, or more Trees 
. of Life; fince Immortality was fo evidently 
Jo have been given by the. one, or as 
cher. 
1 IV. The fourth Objection ; 1$ againſt is 
| I | . the Particle n in Chap. III. 22, 
by again. In Defence of this Rendering we 
F we teld, that among all the various Signi- 
f ſcations the Critics have given to this Par- 
( ticle, none ſeems to flow more naturally 
from it, than the tranſlating it by—inſuper, 
iterum, and etiam atgue etiam that the 
W © Radix of it is loſt among the Hebrew 
Words; but the Arabians have preſerved it, 
Land it ſignifies among them multus fuit, 
© abundavit, auxit adjetto cumulo, &c. And 
« therefore may with the greateſt Propriety 
* be rendered in Engliſſ again, or fre- 

„ Juently,” What the Arabick Radix may 


b * be, is little or nothing to our Purpoſe; who 


are 
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are only to regard the Uſe of it among the 
Hebrews themſelves. And there it is re- 
markable, that there is no one Place, where 
that Particle is inſerted, but will naturally bear 
the Senſe of alſo, which our Engliſh Tranſ- 
lators have given it; while any other Mean- 3 
ing ſeems forced and unnatural. It would 
be too tedious to bring the many Proofs, that } 3 
may be gathered for this; eſpecially as it is 
ſo obvious, it can eſcape no one's Obſerva- 
tion. As to the Inſtance he has brought from 
1 Sam. XXIV. 12. of its bearing the Senſe 
of again, it may be neceſſary to examine with 
what Propriety that Verſe may be rendered. 
v D MD NR INK h 128) And ſee Wl 
ny Father, even ſee the Skirt of thy Cloak in 
ny Hand. How beautiful, and affecting is 
the Paſſage, when thus tranſlated! But if it 
have this Verſion— And ſee my Father, ſee il 
again the Skirt of thy Cloak in my Hand; the 
Beauty of the Addreſs is entirely loſt; the 
Expreſſion droops, and languiſhes; and one 
would be almoſt inclined to think, that Saul 
in the midſt of David's thus accoſting him, 
had turned his Eyes from him, and that 
David was forced upon this Courſe to recall his 
Attention. Whereas upon the former Tranſ- 
lation n is brought in to join the two Verbs, 
and where the ſame Word is thus repeated, 


170 it 
6 _ 


1 RE MARK S. oz 
it is notorious, that the Hebrew Phraſe im- 
7 | plies no more, than that an earneſt Notice 
could be took, or the Point in Hand be 
particularly conſidered, 

v. The fifth Objection is, that upon his 
Plan, the only Food of Man before the Fall 
muſt have been the Fruits of the Trees. 
lf it ſhould be ſo, the Exiſtence of a Tree of 
WT Life is not at all affected by it; and I might 
Ws therefore paſs over this in Silence. But I have 
ſo ſincere a Regard for Truth even in Points 
che moſt unconcerning, that I cannot proceed 
| EE without obſerving a little, how far it is from 
1 being ſupported by Scripture. For if we ex- 
amine that Part of the Moſaic Hiſtory, where 
this Grant of Food is made to Adam, and 
the animal Creation, nothing can be more 
full, or more expreſs to the contrary. And 
= God ſaid, behold T have given you every Herb 
bearing Seed, which is upon the Face of all the 
= Earth; and every Tree, in the which is the 
Fruit of a Tree: yielding Seed; to you it ſhall 
be for Meat. And to every Beaſt of the Earth, 
= Ec. have I given every green Herb for Meat: 
And it was %. Which may well be. Para- 
pPhraſed upon in the Words of Dr. More, in 
his literal Cabbala. Behold I give you every 
frugiferous Herb, which is upon the Face of 
che Earth, ſuch as the Strawberry, the ſeve- 

Mt Yo gat e of val 
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ral Sorts of Corn, as Rye, Wheat, and Rice, 


as alſo the delicious Fruits of Trees; to you F } 


they ſhall be for Meat. But for the Beaſts 
of the Earth, and the Fowls of the Air, and 


for every living Thing, that creepeth upon J 
the Earth, the worſer Kind of Herbs, and 


ordinary Graſs, have: I aligned them. And A 5 
ſo it came to paſs, that Mankind are made 
Lords, and Poſſeſſors of the choiceſt Fruits of 
the Earth, and the Beaſts of the Field are to 
be contented with the baſer Herbage, and the 
common Graſs. A Senſe this, ariſing ſo clearly 9 
from the Words themſelves, that one would 
have thought it was morally impoſſible to have WY 


fixed any other upon them, Mr. Kennicott 1 


was aware of the Force of the Paſſage, as it 
ſtands now, and therefore thought the Engliſh 
Verſion might be corrected thus: . And C 
* ſaid, behold 1 have (indeed ) given you ever) 


« Herb bearing Seed, which is upon the Face 
e of all the Earth: But every Tree, in the 
* which is the Fruit of a Tree yielding Seed, 
fall be be to you for Meat; and to every 
© Beaſt of the Earth have 1 given every green 
«© Herb for Meat, and it was ſo. Nov if 

DF 7 | 63: te 


1 It would be kind in Mr. Keunicct to o let me + know, 
whether the Word INDEED be in the Original, in the 
Edition of the Bible he makes Uſe of, and-if. it is, what 
Edition that — be, for mine takes no Notice of it. 
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the Herbs were given to them, and they were 
1 to make no Uſe of them, pray to what End 
ME were they given? But the Impoſſibility of al- 
lowing of his Correction will ſufficiently ap- 
WE pear, if we take the Original along with us. 
enden ay 55 Me 5 nant. 
WE The firſt De, we ſee, is the Sign of the Ac- 
cuſative Caſe, before 2vy 55, and therefore 
muſt ſerve to the ſame Purpoſe, when pre- 
WF fixed to yyr1 55, and conſequently yon 55 can- 
not be the Nominative Caſe to the Verb, that 
follows at the End of the Sentence. We ſee 
A I at the fame Time the Neceſſity for tranſ- 
3 Wiating Vau, and (not but) in this Place, as it 
Joins vyn 55 Du to the Words preceding. Be- 
des, it is obſervable to any one, who will 
Neconſult our pointed Bibles, that there is an 
Achnach (a Stop equivalent to our Colon) put 
under y; which proves to a Demonſtration, 
chat the Authors of thoſe Points were of O- 
W pinion, that the Sentence was there compleat, 
and that whatever followed, ſhould be under- 
ſtood ſeparate from the Words that went 
before. Yet if the Text did not really ſuffer 
Wo much Violence, as we find it does from 
our Author's Verſion, the Senſe of the Paſ- 
W {age might have kept him clear from any 
: Miftake, For what can be more abſurd, than 
FVV eee OR 
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e when guilty, to eat the Herb of the F ield 
"<< if he had eaten that before, while, i inno· 


Palate, But that Abundance being now put 
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to think, that the Almighty ſhould give Adam ; Z 1 
a Right to the whole Product of the Earth; 
and yet at the very Inſtant of beſtowing this a 
upon him, - ſhould: recall the one Half of the = 
Favour ? But he farther) adds, that after the 
« Fall we find God. condemning Adam, as a . : 
«, Part of his Puniſhment, to the eating tb! 
e Herb ef the Field; and it does not __ 4 I 1 
< likely, that God ſhould condemn Adam, 


— 


% cent. We have ſeen he had a Right to 
eat of thoſe Herbs, from the Grant he f 
received from his Creator; whether he dich 
or not, does not at all concern us; nor, if 11 
did, could we receive any Information fron 


this Part of the Sentence, that had paſſed upon 1 f # 


him. For this ſeems to be the whole Defign 4 A 
of it. Adam, in the Days of Innocence, thro. v 
the great Abundance God had bleſſed. him © # 
with, might have ranged thro' all the Sweets 3 
of Paradiſe, and have indulged himſelf in 
thoſe Fruits, that were moſt pleaſing to hi 


an End to, the Herb of the F ield, of which 5 
before it Was to his own Option, whether 2 
he would eat or not, muſt now: be a Part o 

his Food. That, which was before an Act off 
Choice, was now become an Act of N eceſſ-· 4 
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= iy.-—lt is however ſomewhat ſtrange; that 
Mr. Kennicott ſhould be not inclined to think, 
Adam might have eat of the Herbs of the 
0 5 Field. Certain it is, it could have been of no 
Prejudice to his Hypotheſis to have allowed 
chem a Part in this Work of giving Immor- 
' BS cality; For if the Fruit of the Trees could, 
vy affimilating themſelves to his Body, have 
had ſuch an Effet, why might not the Herbs 
= too have been as proper to aſſimilate them- 
WE elves in their original Perfection. As they 
% have both alike loſt this Virtue, ſince the Fall, 
ve may ſafely argue, a poſteriori, that both 
| 3 : alike enjoyed it before; 
V. The fixth Objection is, that if there 
Vas in Paradiſe no Tree of Immortality, but 
all the Trees there were only for the Support 
of Life, in the Way of common Nouriſhment; 
hy was a Guard placed to prevent the Re- 
n turn of the firſt Pair? To put this Ob- 
6 jection in its ſtrongeſt Light, we are to re- 
ui member, that Immortality had been promiſed 
to Adam, as long as he continued innocent, 
and that he was removed from Paradiſe, leſt 
h de ſhould acquire this Immortality after his 
ol 3 Tranſgreſſion. Now we have already proved, 
chat the Fruits of the Garden of Eden, in 
the Way of common Nouriſhment, could no 
i W more contribute to this deſigned Immortality 
= = H | : of 


* 
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of Adam's, than the Food, we at preſent ſub. 
{iſt on, poſſibly could; why then was a Guard 4 
placed to prevent his Return to thoſe Fruits 
in order to partake of their immortalizing 
Virtue, when that Virtue belonged to every 
Part of the Creation, as much, as it did to 
the Garden of Eden? As thus ſtated, the Ob- 
jection will perhaps be thought to carry with 
it ſome Difficulties, not eaſily to be got over. 
Nor will it avail our Author much to ſay, 
that the Garden of Eden continued free 
* from the Curſe, which upon the Fall af- 
« fected the reſt of the Earth. This Curſe 
could not take away from thoſe Trees that, . 
which they never had; or if they ever had 
enjoyed this Virtue, the Words of the Curſe 4 : | 
cannot conſiſtently be ſtretched fo far, as to , : 
deprive them of it. Curſed, ſays God to Adam, 
is the Ground for thy Sate; and then proceeds ac 
110 particularize the Manner, in which this 
Curſe was to take Effect. In Sorrow ſhalt thou Won 
eat of it all the Days of thy Life. Thorns alſo hei 
and Thiftles Fall it bring forth to thee, and 

chou fhalt eat the Herb of the Field. I the 
Sweat F thy Face ſhalt thou eat Brend, till 
thou return to the Ground, for our of it _— I roy 
theu 'taken*. Not a Word faid in all this of 
any Change made i in the Quality of his Food; 


not a Word: from which we can draw the 
- leak 


Gen. NI. 75 3 19. 


Y | leaſt Inference; that the Fruits of the Earth 
F | were leſs proper for Nutrition, leſs fit to aſ- 
© fimilate themſelves to the regs] Parts of his 
BE So that the whole Difference between 
W Paradiſe and the reſt of the Earth conſiſted in 
. Ibis that within the Garden every Thing 
; Aouriched. unaſſiſted by Labour or Cultivation 3 
while without, Barenneſs and Poverty over- 
3 hap the Face of the Earth; and if Adam, 
After much Pain and Wen of Body, ex- 
1 Peded ſome Reward for his Toil, his Hopes 
would be deceived, and for the Abundance 
| Wc was formerly bleſſed with, he would now 
3 iy a Harveſt of little more than Thorns and 
Whiſtles. As Paradiſe then continued to pro- 
ix Wuce its Fruits of its own Accord, it may be 
Eid, that the Return of Adam was prevented, 
et he ſhould avoid the Labour, to which he 
Jad been doomed, by eating of theſe ſponta- 
eous Productions. But this is not the Rea- 
Won aſſigned by God for his Expulſion, and 
Wherefore cannot be the Reaſon for which his 
Return was thus prohibited. Leſt he ſhould ca 
We the Tree of Life, and live for ever, was the 
Wnly Grounds, we are told of, for his being 
Frove from the Garden, and conſequently, il 
e ſhould return to that Tree, and live for ever, 
ſt have been the Occaſion of a Guard's be- 
a ng thus' ſtationed at the Entrance of Para- 
H 2 diſe.— 
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10 REMARKS. ® 
diſe. The Objection, we find, is not al zz 
ſolved by the Methods alrga ady tried ; let u A 5 
now ſee what may be done by ſuppoſing EZ 
ce that there were in Paradiſe Fruits of a diff. 
« rent Kind, and richer Nature, than out d 
« it,” But if it was really ſo, to what Pu- 
poſe was the reſt of the Earth curſed ? 0 
where was the Neceſſity of its being curſed, 

if the World, before the Curſe had taken . 
Hold of it, produced Fruits of a different Kind ® 
and inferior Nature to thoſe of Paradiſe ? Thi: . 
Expulſion of Adam only would have answer 
the deſigned End, without having Recourt 
to any farther Meaſures ; and the Curſe cou 
not be calculated to make the Fruits withoull | 
the Garden leſs proper for Nutrition, if al. 
the Fruits without were, even before the Fal 
leſs proper for Nutrition, than thoſe within 
So that we muſt either allow, that the Fruit 4 
of every Part of the Earth were of the bang 
Kind, or equal in Quality with thoſe of Eden 
or elſe admit, that the Curſe upon the Eau 
was entirely unneceſſary. But as a great aui 
wiſe God thought that a proper Manner i 
treating his rebellious Creatures, that ſuch 1 
Treatment was neceſſary cannot be denied 
without arraigning the divine Wiſdom; a0 I 
therefore we muſt conclude for the other Pati 
of the Alternative. As to thoſe Paſſages, 4 


„ 
Irhich our Author gathers, © that the Trees 
I of Paradiſe were preferable to all others, 
3 2 © and peculiar in Uſe and Beauty,” it is very 
"EEbſcrveable, that the Images are there drawn 
rom the Pleaſantneſs of the Garden, from the 
"Streams of Water, that ſpread e e 
Jhrough every Part of it, from the Loftineſs of 
ts Trees, the wide ſpreading of their Branches, 
Ind the Beauty of their Form ; but not the 
east Hint given us, that their Fruit was of a 
1 lifferent Kind, or a richer N ature. 


1 VII. The ſeventh Ob; An i is, that Alluſi- 
ns to this Tree of Life or Immortality are 
ade in other Parts of Scripture, and therefore 
ach a Tree muſt have exiſted I am fo 
ell fatisfied of the Certainty of this Point, 
hat I could willingly riſque the Whole upon 
2 Ihe Strength of this ſingle Objection. Since 
1 Alluſions can be brought, that will ſhow them- 
lves upon Examination to be more than pro- 
able, and Paſſages can be urged, which unleſs 
hey refer to this Tree of Life deſcribed by 
Moſes, can really refer to nothing. For who, 
Phat ſees the ſame Author refer to the ſame 
1 hing four ſeveral Times, can chuſe but think, 
I chat the Point, by which he endeavoured fa 
_ to illuſtrate his Obſervatians, muſt 
I aye been received, and underſtood by thoſe 
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and Propriety of thoſe Paſſages will be difficult 1 
8 172 we loſe Sight of the Tree 0 


| an Eye to . * Beauty ſhines en with 4 "4 


pays of Body, and kept thoſe from Mortality, who 


102 REMARKS. . 
to whom he addreſſed himſelf? Thus when 
Solomon in ſpeaking of Wiſdom ſays, Prov. | 1 3 
III. 18. — be is 4 Tree of Life to them, thai | 
lay hold upon her, and happy. is every one chat 


And Chap. XI. 30. Te 3 2 a> 


retainetb her. 


Fruit of the Righteous is Tree of Li ife— i E | 


Again, Chap. XIII. 12. Hope deferred, maketh | 
the Heart fick ; but when the Dehre cometh, 8 
t i, 4 Tree of Life. And again, Chap. E 
XV. 4. A wholeſome 8 is 4 Tree of Life. I F 1 
c 
f 


Who can refuſe the Eyidence of ſo re. 
markable and repeated Allufions ? The Sent 4 


to fix, or at beſt they will appear faint, and 


diſtinguiſned Rays, they ſtrike us with double 5 4 E | 
Force, and the Inteption of the Writer | 2F 
clear, and obvious. Thus when Wiſdom is | 4 
faid to be @ Tree of Life to them that lay hold 
pon ber, Sol omon muſt mean, that as the 
Tree of Life was a Preſervative againſt the De- F 


partook of its Fruits; ſo Wiſdom guards the i 
Mind from the Defects of Sin, and ſecures to bee 


| the Poſſeſſors of it Teamortality and everlaſting Lif 
Happineſs. How beautiful is the Alluſion, 


when taken in this Ly How worthy che \ 
Author | 
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XZ Author of it? And Want of Conviction in a 
X Caſe ſo evident can ariſe from nothing, but 
WE Prepoſſeffion of the higheſt Degree. Eſpeci- 
ally as Salagar in his Comment upon this Place, 
after having pointed out the Opinions of ſeve- 
= cal very eminent Writers with Regard to this 
5 : Paſſage, aſſures us Omnes quidem unanimi 
Conſpiratione docent Salomonem ad arborem 
Vite reſpexiſſe, quam Deus in medio defixit 
Paradiſo. Cajus etat vitam ſenio, atque humi- 
di jacturà deficientem redintegrare atque re- 
ſcere. But our Author tells us, © the Royal 
= Writer could not here allude to the ſuppo- 
„ ſed Tree of Life in the Moſaic Hiſtory, 
F** becauſe ſuch an Alluſion would have been 
F< injurious to his Deſign, For he tells us, 
that as Viſdom is a Tree of Life to then, 
= hat lay bold upon her, fo happy is every one 
„ ht retainetb her; but Adam upon the re- 
ceived Opinion would have been unhappy, 
had he eaten, and retained the Tree of Life.” 
Nov ſo far is Solomon's ſaying, that every one 
chat retaineth Wiſdom is happy, from affect- 
ing in the leaſt the Propriety of the Alluſion, 
chat it rather enforceth it. For Adam had 
been happy, if he had retained the Tree of 
Life, and at the ſame Time had retained his 
Innocence, and the Perſon, who lays hold of 
Wiſdom, will not be happy, but upon the 
1 My ſamo 
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Game Terms, that is, by retaining his Inno⸗ 27 


Ten gth of Days. 


cence tod. 
The Author of the Book of Proverbs having 


thus referred to the Tree of Paradiſe in d. 
Verſe aboye conſidered, the like Reference 


muſt be made i in thoſe 3 Places, where he 


makes mention of the ſame Tree. But as 
thoſe Paſſages will mutually throw a Light u p. = | 
on each other, by tending all to the fame 1 
Point, it will not be amiſs to examine the 1 


Aptneſs of thoſe ſeveral Alluſions, by giving a 
hort Paraphraſe upon the Words. — 


the Reward of his Piety, ſhall be Health and 
—And when we are 
told, that Hope deferred maketh the Heart ji l, 
But when the Defire cometh, it is a Tree of MN 


does not this immediately recur to our 2 
Thoughts | ? That Expectations, which have | 3 
been long fruſtrated, are a Torment to the Y 


Soul; but if, after-long looking for, the Thing | 


defired ſuccceds, fuch Succeſs refreſhes the 3 
Mind, as the Tree of Life wquld the wea- 
Again; how 


* whole 88 2 2 15 a Jr ree of 7 | 


kened and decayed Body.- 
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Thus 9 1 
when Solomon ſays, the Fruit of the Right. if 
ous is a Tree of Life; what can be a more na- 3 4 
tural Explication than this? As the Tree of if ; 
Life was the Reward of Innocence and Virtue, ! 
fo the Fruit of the Righteous Man's Actions, 3 3 


ke REMARKS tos 
ve better underſtood, than that ſoft, and gen- 
ne Language is as healing to a Mind overs 
X whelmed with Affliction, as the Tree of Life 
Could be to a Body e with Diſeaſe and 
Pain? 
lf theſe Inſtances are not 1 or if 
more Alluſions ſhould be called for, we will 
now have Recourſe to one, that it is impoſſible 
to deny; to one, that our Author avoided 
= with the greateſt Caution, as knowing it was 
WS too forcible to admit of an Anſwer. And this 
iss in Revel. II. 7. To him that overcometh will 
give to cat of THE TREE OF LIFE 
1 WHICH 18 IN THE MIDST OF THE 
 EPARADISE OF GOD. Is not this a direct Re- 
ference? Or what Reference can be more ex- 
preſs, and exact? Had there been no other 
Alluſion throughout the whole Bible, this one 
would have given us all the Satisfaction, we 
can in Reaſon expect. For the Tree deſ- 
3 cribed in the Account of Paradiſe 1s not only 
bnted at in this Paſſage of St. John, but even 
che very Expreſſions are drawn from the firſt 
Mention of the Tree of Life. EZuAoy vis Cans 
H 75 Iapadeios are the Words of the Sep- 
& tuagint, and St. John with the leaſt  poſible 
Variation makes Uſe of i 74 Zin gu, 8 
2 | 15 eU A TY IIæ p νj˙ ru Os. From the | 
#þ near Agreement between the two we are ab 


liged 
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E ree is meant by both; and fem the Aer -Þ 
in which it is applied in the Revelations ws 
ay be aſſured, that to give Inmortality wa | 
* Ul of the Tree in Paradiſe. 1 
It cannot now be doubtedm, but St. John in the . 
Wiſe above alludes to the Tree of Life men. f 
- fiotied it the Moſaic Hiſtory, it is thetefore Wt 
birt of Queſtion, that every future Mention of a MW 
Tree of Life muſt be borrowed from the fame - 
tal: Now in the Defcription of the new 
Jerafaler, Revelat. XXII. 2. we read In the Wh 
midſt of the Street of it, and of 1 000 Side th: 
River, was there a Tree of Lie. And 
afterwards, Verſe XIV. Blaſſd are they that 
do bis Commatiidments, that they may have « 
Right to*the tree of Life. As to the former, Pp 
Me: Kennicoft thinks, © that it does not refer WY 
to the Mofaic Hiſtory, becauſe the Copy, ſup- 
<. poſing it ſuch, would be very unlike the e 
Original. In Reply to which it may be 
marked, that there is no Neceffity i in Alluſi- s 
ons, that the Copy ſhould be in every Thing MW 
am exact Tranſcript; it is ſufficient, that it Y | 
r ponds in the General, with that from Pat 
Which it was drawn; or that there be ſome n 
Refemblance in the grand Images, though little rr. 
ore in the inferior, and ſubordinate Figures. 
Ni ie is rde ſaid, © that here are at leaf *. 
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3 F dc F 475 ees. of Life, 2 one on each Side the 
#2 et River; Whereas in the Moſaic Account, 
there as (upon the received Opinion) but 
6e One.“ This, could it be proved from the 
Y Text ſelf, would be a Matter of ſome Con- 
cern; 1 ſay, from the Text itſelf, as I am not 

t "eu ſatisfied with Regard to tlie Rendring of 
F I ' Verſo, Though even upon the preſent 
WV crfion. it may be explained, and has been 
= by our Commentatars, of one Tree of Life. 
For thus Mr. Cradock, in his Expoſition of the 
Neyelations; not that there were many Trees, 
3 Nut only one, yet it-was of that Proportion and 
4 : f Extent, that its Branches extended to both 
2 4 Ba, that all might have the Beneſit of it. And 
egteeable to this Mr. Burkitt notes upon this 
Place; that as there was a River, and a Tree 
ef Life in the terreſtrial Paradiſe, ſo. in Allu- 
ET * thereunto; both are ſaid to be in the hea- 
Nenly Paradiſe ; behold here a Tree of ſuch 
vaſt Extent, that its Branches extend to both 
8 Sides, that all might receive Benefit by it: 
What gave Riſe to the Explanation of thoſe 
riters, was the Difficulty of interpreting the 
Paſfage of one Tree of Life, as it now ſtands 
In our Engliſh Bibles, and indeed in the other 
rranſlations. But let us take a View of the 
original Text; E, pow 13 Tamas out, x 
rend, irrebfer a zrrebber, fd Can 
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this is the Meaning of the Phraſe, may appear E 
not only by the Commodiouſneſs of this Senſe, i 


Rendring, but alſo by comparing it with ano- ll ' 
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And now the following Opinion of that great 4 ; 
Critick, Dr. Hammond, will appear juſt, and 7 


worthy our Reception. He was ſenſible o 


the great Inconvenience, that muſt attend the 
rendring:it——1n the miqſt of the Street of it, 
and an either. Side the River; for then the Tree 3 


of Life, which appears to be in Parad! iſe, and : 4 


here, but one, and not many, as in Ezekiel, 


nor ſet on the Bank of the River, as theſe, © | 


mult. yet be ſuppoſed. to be on both Sides of MI 
the River, which is impoſſible.  - And there-. it - 
fore that learned Author adds; The beſt and WW 
moſt literal Rendring will be this, 5, Ae 75; 8 1 
FA@THas, xa? 76. MOTEL, in the A of the 0 

Street," and the River, ir red den nai ir (t 
as the King's M. S. reads, zal ei0e) on thi; 3 L | 


Side, and on that Side ; that is, not as in Eze- 8 


3 7 85 


Kiel, the many Trees on the one Side, and tle 


0 
= - 


cable to the one Tree, and to the Street and 
River here. named, one of them on one Side, 
the other on the other Side of the Tree. That e 


and the Abſurdities conſequent to the other 


ther Paffſage in this Writer, John XIX. 16. 4 
where it is ſaid, they erucified Chrift,” za} wer © 


bags, and with bim 0 others, on this Si 17 1 
au By 
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Y 51 and on that Side, and Jeſus in the midſt, (A 
Y | Phraſe N near to this, *y uiow here being all 
1 one with dio, there.) There Feſus is in the 
= 1:4/ of the two Thieves, that is, between them; 
and that is expreſſed by the ere xaj ore er, 
as here; that muſt ſignify there one of them on 
bis Si — of him, and the other on that, and 
ET therefore it muſt in all Reaſon be fo —.— alſo, 
E be Street on one Side, and the River on the other 
See, and the Tree of. Life in the midſt, or be- 
boixt them. So far Dr. Hammond; and as no 
| Violence is, we ſee, at all done to the Text, 
and as the Senſe ſo manifeſtly requires it, we 
may therefore take the Liberty of correcting 
our Verſion in the following Manner. And 
be ſbewed me @ pure River of Water of Life, 
clear as Chriſtal, proceeding out of the Throne 
J God, and the Lamb. In the midſt of the 
feet of it, and of the River, on this Side, and 
en that, was the Tree of Life. EE. 
= The Alluſions here brought amount to no 
less than Seven; and not one of them, but is 
proper, and fignificant, not one of them; but by 
the Dreſs it appears in, plainly points out to us 
l its Original. I am not aware of any more in 
f FJ the Text itſelf; though I cannot omit ob- 
ſerving, that chers muſt certainly have been 
another in the Copy from which the Seventy 
4 G tranſlated. F or we read in Iſaiah LXV. 22. 
2 Oy fan evo ff xa AD Fvonouos N , 
: an 
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pan QUTEUOLO1, Xt c N errut. | * 74% Te; 5 5 5 
eüga⸗ 2 ETAOT Tis ZQHE toorai dl 2 1 
T# A pus They ſhall not build, and others in- 
habit, and they ſhall not plant, and others eat: * 
Fer as the Days of the Tree of Life ſpall be tb 
Days of my People. The preſent reading of 
which in the Hebrew is, Dy h yn 5 „ 
For as the Days of a Tree are the Days of " 
People. Though upon conſidering the Paſ. 
ſage, and the Prophet's Deſign in it, the 
Learned may probably be of Opinion, chat the 
Septaszint is the better Reading. 


VIII. The eichth Objection i is, that che Ge. 8 
nius of the Hebrew Language requires, that © J 
the Words 2117 xy in Chap. II. g. ſhould be 
connected with the Words 137 g in rde 

middle of the Garden. And if Propriety of 
Diction be thought of any Account, this Ob- 
jection will not fall ſhort of any, we have al- 
ready urged: For thoſe, who are acquainted i 
with the ſacred Text,cannot but be ſurprized to 
fee a Manner of ſpeaking introduced, fo oppo- 
ſite to the very Nature of the Language. The 
Stile of Moſes is plain and ſimple, and his 
Words follow each other intheir Natural Order; 
but they are far from doing fo, if n 12 
be connected with the Words, that follow 
rather than thoſe * Beſides every 
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„ 3 4 Language, into which the preſent Paſſage is 
Ig Wranflated, has given it the ſame Conſtruction 
7 Vith that of our ' Engliſh Bible; and if any 
ther Conſtruction could be eaſily drawn from 
Je Words, it is hardly credible, but ſome one 
Df thoſe different Verſions would have varied 
| 1 Fom the reſt. But if their unanimous 
A fnt will not determine us, the Stop (of the 
me Power with our Comma) that is affixed 
Wo n, takes off all Poſſibility of connecting 
be Middle of the Garden to the Tree of 
owledge of Good and Evil. And if it ſhould 
e aid, that ſince thoſe Points were added 
; Wong after the Text itſelf, we are only to re- 
id the Words without conſidering at all the 
oints or Accents, that are affixed, to them; 
= Return, we may remember that theſe Points 
j ere certainly invented at a Time, when the 

. thoroughly underſtood / the Nature of 
Their own Language, and if any Alteration in 
* Senſe had been occafioned by them, it 
auſt ſoon have been took Notice of, and con- 
W<quently a proper Correction made. This 
wit have been the Caſe, if any ſuch Miſtake 
Had been obſerved in the Place before us; fince 
he Jews could: have no End toi-ſerve,. by aſ- 
; erting that the Tree of Life, or the Free of 
N nowledge, or both, ſtood in the middle of 

* Dane : As therefore they were indiffe- 


rent 
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Teſtimony of St. John is ſo expreſs on this 
Head, that it muſt confirm us in connecting 
pn n with c y. For alluding to the = 
Tree of Life he ſays, it ſtood in the Midf of 1 
the Paradiſe of Gad. Aſter ſo full a Conviction Wil 

as this muſt carry with it, there is little Need of 

urging this Objection any farther. For though pi 
it ſhould be thought, that the Particle Vau i 
< is ſometimes found in Scripture prefixed to 
t 'one Word in a Sentence, when it muſt ne- "= 
<* ceſſarily be tranſpoſed in Tranſlation, and be 


But what is yet more | thats al this, the | . 


<« given in the Senſe before two or more 
« Words, which immediately precede it; 
yet we have all the Reaſon, that can be defircd o 
in a Caſe of this Nature, to conclude, that no 


ſuch Liberty can be allowed of here. 


However, ſomething that our Author after- | 2 
wards obſerves may be worth conſidering. iſ 
Which is, © that if the Words in the M: ddl: ih. 


e the Garden be taken in a' ſtrict Senſe, Wi 
<« they muſt be connected with the Tree of 
© Knowledge of Good and Evil; as the Wo- 
man in deſcribing the Tree to the Serpent 
e ſays— We may eat 'of the Fruit of the i 
c Trees of the Ca but of the Fruit of the 
1 nn, which is in the 2 of the Garden, 
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= bath "ſaid, thou ſhalt not eat thereof.” 
= Now the Word we have tranſlated in the Mis 
: is ſeldom, if ever, uſed ſtrictly for the Center, 


- in this Senſe the Tree of Life, and the Tree 


2 to be placed in the Mi of the Garden ; not 
chat either of them perhaps actually occu- 
pied the very central Point, but that both of 
45 them were ſtationed between, and ſurrounded 
by the other Trees of Paradiſe. And indeed, 
where could theſe two extraordinary Trees be 


each other, and in the Middle of the Gar- 
ea, when the one was planted to try the 
Pbedience of Adam, „ and the other to reward 
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A: tions, which our Author himſelf was of Opi- 
ion might lie againſt his Diſſertation, it may 
F be high Time to retire from the Charge, and 
3 Fobrait the Point to the Judgment, every Rea- 
er has a Right to paſs upon it. But I have 
Pe Objection yet in Reſerve, which I beg 
Leave to offer, before a Concluſion is put to 


1d Mr. Kennicott has laid down for ſecuring 
Adam from that Death, that was threatened to 
1 


—— 


WE but generally means ſome Part within, conſi- 
derably diſtant from all the Extremities ; and 


of Knowledge may both very properly be faid 


xed with greater Convenience, than thus near 


" Anil now waving fully conſidered thoſe Objec- 


; Gil Remarks ; and this is,- to the Me- 


be. 
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As 


be inflicted o on nim in Cale of his Dibobed. 
*ence. For it the Fruits of the Trees of Pa. 
radiſe were, as he ſuppoſes, to preſerve Adam 
from dying by afſimilating themſelves to the 
ſeveral Parts of his Body, the Birds of the Air, 4 
and the Beaſts of the Field, that were Inkabi 5 If 
tants of the Garden at the ſame Time with our "5 
firſt Parent, would by that Means have like- 5 £2) 
wiſe enjoyed Immortality. Their Suſtenance Wil 
"muſt then have been the fame with his, as it 
would have been too far for many of them 
upon every Call of Hunger to leave Paradiſe in 
ſearch of Nouriſhment. And if it ſhould be 
thought, from the Grant of Food to the Ani: 
mal Creation, that they had no Right to the 
Trees of, Paradiſe; yet it is certain they might 
| have eat of them, and therefore might | have 

been kept from dying; ; for it would have beei Ml 
impoſſible for Adam and Eve to have guarded 
all the Trees of Paradiſe, while one might ea. i 
ſily come under their Obſervation———though 
if they never had eat of theſe Trees at all, 
the Caſe would have been till the ſame; for 3 
it has been before proved that the Herbs of i 
| Paradiſc muſt, in their native Perfection Have 
been equally proper for Nutrition with the 
Trees of the Garden, and therefore as proper i 
a Remedy againſt Diſeaſes and Death. 2 
| * if it ſhould be. fad, that none of the Ani 
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2H mal Creation {though we have no Reaſon to 
4 : appoſe ſuch a Thing) were allowed to conti- 
ue in Paradiſe, yet it has been already demon- 
arated, that the Productions without the Gar- 
en were as much capable of giving Immorta- 
iy, as the Fruits, deſigned for Food, could 
e within. — And confequently, let us turn 
which Way we will, if Adam was to have 
een preſerved from Death by his Food's Aſſi- 
nilating itſelf to his Body, every Bird, every 
Peaſt, and every creeping Thing upon the 
Mace of the whole Earth would have lived as 
eng as their Lord and Maſter, —The Ab- 
Warditics, that will follow upon ſuch a Scheme, 
eed not be mentioned. 
Having added this one Objection to the ma- 
already enforced, and having examined 
very Point, that might ſeem to affect the Ex- 
ſtence of the Tree of Life, and given ever 
= Argument that makes againſt the receivedOpt- | 
ion of it, its due Weight, I ſhall here free my- 
elf, and the Reader from any farther Trou- 
ie. And this, without any other Apology, 
han by offering theſe Papers with the greateſt 
WDcfcrence to the Judgment of the Publick. And 


We ngaging in the Cauſe, I ſhall with all the | 
aadineſs imagineable acknowledge the many _ 
rrors I may have run =_ upon tlie leaſt 


Ws the Love of Truth was the ſole Motive of my 
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